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Church-memberfhip 
| Confequently their Right to 


| 
SECOND DEFENCE of 
Infant Rights and Mercies, 


In Three Parts. 


| | The Firft is, The plain Proof of Gods Statute, or. 
Covenant for @Church-memberfhip from the 
‘Cfeation, and the Gontimiiance of it till the Inftitne: | 
| . on of Baprifm; withele Defence of that Proof againft 
i the Frivolous Exceptions of Mr. Tombes. 
And a ‘Confutation of Mr. Tombes his Arguments againft 
Infants Church-memberfhip. 
The Second is, A Confutation of the Strange Forgeries of | } 
Mr. H. Danvers againft the Antiquity of Infant-baprifm, ; 
oral of his Caluronies againft my Self and 
ritings. 
With a Catalogue of fifty frx New Commandments and ) 
Doétrines, which He, and the Sedtaries who joyn with | } 
| Him in thofe Calumnies feem to own.. “a 
The Third Part is, Animadyerfions on Mr. Darvers’s Re- 
ply to Mr. wiles. 
Exvorred by their upquiet Importunity from an earneft 
|. Defrer of the Love and Peace of all True Chriltians. 


By Richard Baxzer. 


| London, for N. Simmons at Princes at | 
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The PREFA 


Reader, 


He | ft year of my Miniftry 1 fell 
A about Infant-Ba- 
ptifm , and I was fo ignorant 


as not to underfiand the na- 
1) tare of that folemn Covenant and Invefii- 
" ture , and the Parents duty of entring 
the Child into the Covenant with God , 
1) 4nd what the Vow was which then was 
1) made: when time, and light had fatufied 
1 me, 1 retained as charitable thoughts of the 
Anabaptifts, 2s of almoft any that I differ- 
1) ¢4 from. About 1646, 1647, 1648. they 


made more ftir among us thanbefore: Mr. 


} Tombes living near me, we continued in 
my peace, not talking of our difference ; For - 
I purpofely oe it in publick and pri- 
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The’ Preface, 
vate, unle[sany asked my opinion. At laft 
hs Conve 
if L-wonld not anfwer him. in writing, 
they. muff take #5) eucomragement to 
them to be Baptized , and confeffed that 
he feut them, or that they came by hes 
confent.: Fo avoid long writings, one dayes 
difpute was thought a fborter’ way.” That 
adifpute with many additions I was ne- 
ceffitated to pablifh ; with returns 
to fome after arauings of Mr. 1.5. He 
wrote what. he thought mect on the 
other fide. J thought 1 bad done with that 
work for ever: Bat in 1655 he fent to 
me atain, and drew from me the Letters 
here recited. Thefe without my confeat he 
publifbed with an anfwer in the midft of « 
great Book > J left his: anfwer thefe nine- 
teen years, or thereabouts, without any Re- 
pty ; as alfo the reft of his books acainft me. 
{ thought +t not lavvful for me to wafte my 
prectous timeon things fo little meceffary: 
A man may find words at length to fay 
for almoft any canfe. 1 partly know. what 
can be againft this, and every book that 
have written. And Iknow what I can 
Reply, And I partly foreknow what they 
ean fay to that Reply, and what fur- 
ther fay-in the defence of it and fo talk 
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came to me, and told me that 7 
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Preface, 
on till we have wrangled away our Chari- 
ty and our Time. 
printed, to enf{nare. poor readers? « Bat at 
Danvers hath laida neceffity upon 
me: bad filently pafe over all his vain 
Reafontugs, and all bis accufations of my 
writings, and all his falfifications of Authors, 
bad he not called me fo loud to repent of 
flandering fome for being Baptized naked: 
And when I found it my duty to fpeak to 
that, 1 thought 1t fit to fay fomewhat of 
the reft, palfing by what Adr. Wills bath 
> done more fully tw an anfwer to his book, 

- There are two forts of men called Anas 
>  baptifts zmoug us: The one fort are fober 
Godly Chriftians, who when they are re- 
baptized to fatifie their Confciences, live 
i“ among us in Chriftian Love and peace; and 
be afbamed if 1 Love not. them as 
heartily, and own them not as peaceably, 
© - as any of them {ball do either me or better 
| menthan I that differ from them: The 
other fort hold it unlawful to hold Commm- 
nion with {uch as are not of their mindand 
way, and are {chi{matically troublefome and 


wUngniet, in to increafe their Par- 
ty. Thefe are they that offend me, and other 
lovers of peace. And tf God would per- 
wade them but ferioufly to think of thefe 
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The Preface. 
queftions, it might 


with ? And unchurch almoft all the Chur- 
ches om Earth? 


Qa, 1, How. inconfider able: a ‘part of 
bold communion 


Qa. 2. Whether they. can 

poffibly hope rhat ever the Church on Earth 
Pil Unite wpon their terms., of rejecting 
all their Infants from the vifible: Church, 


and renouncing. al our Infant Rights | 
Benefits conferred by the papti{mal Cove- 


nant of grace ? Qa. 3. And whether tf they 
continue to the worlds end, to feparate from 
almoft all the Churches and unchurch them, 
their employmeni will not be ftill ro ferve 
the.great enemy of Love and Concord,.a- 
gainft the Lord of Love and Peace, aad 
againft the pro{pertty of faith, and 2odline/s, 
and azainft the welfare of the church and 
fouls , and to the {candal and hardening of 
fle un 
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OF THE 


HE Preface. pag. 1 
Tombes’s firft Letter. 

R. Anfwer to it. Thid. 
Mr. T.'s fecond Letter. p.8 
R. B.'s e4nfwer to it. peg 
eMr.T.’s third Letter. p10 


R. B.’s Anfwer is divided by eM. T. santo Se- 
ftions : His An{wers are confuted, 1,2, 3, 
4. The many Queftions to be handled. Queft, Ie 
Infants were once. (burch-members. P. 13 

Se&. 5. Queft. 2. It was not only the Infants of 
the Congregation of Ifrael that were Church- 


member Se . Pe 18 
How far the Sichemites were of Irael, and 
Church-membé@s. 


7,8; 9,10. Of Nations. 
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114 The were wmembers of | 

the Church Univerfal 

Se&. 12, to the 184 Infants were membersof rhe 

Fews Church as well as Commonwealth. p. 28 

‘Se@. 18. Quelt.4. There was a Law or Precept 

| of God obliging Parents to enter their Chile © 

dren into Covenant with God, by accepting bis | © 

favour, and engaging and devoting them to 
God; and.there was a promife of God, offer- 
ang them his mercy, and accepting them when 


devoted as aforefaid, Pp. 31 
Sed. 19, &c. Viftble Church-member{hip what it 
And that it a benefit. 


Sc&t. 22. Legal-right to Infants Church-ftare gi- 
_wen by Gods Covenant: Mr. T.'sconfuted and 
the cafe opened. | P- 35 

Sect, 23,24. This Right the effetiof Gods Law 
_ or (ovenant. 444——-46 

Sect. 25, 26. The proof of Parents obligation to 
enter their Children ante Covenant: what we 
mean by a Law, Mrs T. makgth nothing of 
Church-member {hip pi 

Set. 27. Precepts oblige to duty, andthe promi- 

[es right to benefits. $4 
Sect.28. Wo Tranfeunt witbout Gods fta- 
tute, or moral donation, or Covenant, made the 
Infants Church-members, proved y to 
Sect. 44. Pp. §6 

Sett..44, 45. Infants Church-memberfhip inftitu- 
44 by God at mans creatien and the conftitn- 

tion of Gods Kingdom at the. firft. ip.72 

Sect. 46. lufants Church-member{hip continued or 

renewed by the firft Law of grace made to 
Adam 
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“The Contents. 


» (Adam, Gen. 3. 15. to 49. Chrifts being 
the in Infancy proveth what it is bronghe 
forceth Mr. to grant the caufe. 

Se, 49. Fhe fame d by the expofition o 

cated againft ~Mr. T. who again forfaketh bis 

Se&. go. No proof that there was ever one 

Church-member who in thag flate had an In- 
fant borg to him, who was not alfoa Church- 
member. 104. 
Se. 51, 52. How far the Law of Natare pro- 
veth what I affert. The Church-flate of In- 
fants no difadvamage, bute a great benefit : 

wherein —— proved, to ¢9. Pp. 105 

Sedt. 60. More particular proofs, as of Cain, 


Abel, Seth, Noahs Sons, &c. 116 
Sect..70, t079. Proving the point fully from the 
Cevenant with Abraham. 


Sett.79, to 86. The point proved by rhe promifes 
to the Uraclites. 4 virtual can[e may be long 
sm being before st be formally a can[e , and 
. may caufe at laft without any change init [elf, 

but in the recipient. Pp. 130 

Sect. 86. The proof from the fecond Commandment — 

‘uindwated, 13§ 

Sect. 87, 10 93. Proofs from divers other texts, 

Se&, 93, #0 96. The cafe of Infants in the womb. 

Sect. 06,97. Thefe ftatntes not repealed. Mr.T.’s 
conceit shat Gods promife cannot be repealed , 
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of the Second P Party 


uted. > 


ide 


fi from. the, New. Ti ment ‘only 

A Confutation of tht _many by which 
T, would prove that were not 


Duke. and garneft contending a duty, and with. 
Ana whofe 18s. 
Sik. 2: Of the weight of the. préfene 
| fie, that. we make it not greacer or lef the hat 

And the flate of it an part. Pp. t98 
Chap. 1; The secafen of this Book, from Mr. 


Aforé of prefent ‘judgement of the 
and canfe, with motion to 

“them fer Commution and Peace. 216. 
Chap. general view Mr. Danvers book. 


Chap. 4. My Danvers Witneffes again In Infant 


rife,» His [ad for gery 
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iputtinds third and fourth books againft thew 
The [aid vindicated. prove 
Donatifts conjfented to Infant-ba aptifa, 
that the ‘whole Church beldit, 
We thoaghr’ it Oain, His forgery again ft 
incemius Victor’: flander of Crefconius. 
lander’ of ‘all he Novariahs’ “Ha [lander 
the Ancient Brittains ‘His reajons 
ox the Brittains being againft Infant- bapti{m 
td: where many more are 
> of them and others. His ‘forge- 
or falfe florie’ of the Meffalians, called by 
bim; “Dados, Sabas; Adulphus, Simonis ——— | 
His flander of Fauftus Rhegienfis His 


deceit about Albanos.* EG of 


—Nicephorus aad” flander 
Corinth and ‘bys falfe reper of Gregories 
Divines: Fis one 
of Beda-tencerning bim.~ ‘His for- 
About “Hincwhatus and of 
incaiarus Rheiwentis charge bim. Hy 
Pander of the Waltdenfes, etofore detettid, and 
further by by Navelerus.. A reference to our former 
of antiqusty of Infant-bapts[m.Naizian- 
ndgement. audacious abufe of Cy- 
prian the Carthage Council.” peat- 
F ‘the of Anti baptifm. 
P, 239 


5 yeas Caluniinic o my [elf 
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The Contents. 


Chap. 6. His abafive Civations of my Writings as 
for bu-caufe. 
Chap. 7. Husmany perfonal accufations of meex- 
» amined. Whence it is that fo many boldly © 
fpeak, evil of the things they know not. #1is 
reproach of [ every one of my Non-conferm- 
_ ing Brethren, that my Doctrines in the parti- 
culars accufed by bim are heynous to every 
one of them, ] when I remember not any one 
of them that hath ever to me exprefjed his dif- 
much lef{s endeavoured to change my judge- 
ment, but many that have profefjed their appro- 
bation. His vain talk, of. my being loft with 
my friends, by which he smplyeth that theyare 
Hypocrstes im concealing it, and would make 
me one in feeking the applaufe of man. Hu 
many falfboods in his accufations of felf-con- 
tradition and mutability. 1. About Epifco- 
pacy ; 2- About Non-conformity : What he 
meaneth by my theltring my felf in their Tents 
in.a ftorm, and with their indulgence coming 
forth of my hole. ] 3. Of my friend{hip to 
Calvin and Arminius. 4. Of the Parliaments 
cauje, &c. §. Of Tradition. 6. Of Popery. 
7. Whether a Controverfie may beve difficult ob- 
jettions againft plain proofs. His Catalogue of 
my heyneus errors: A yuft demand from the 
Non-conformifts, 1f there be any fuch, whom ke 
doth not flander: and from himfelf. _p. 288 
Chap. 8. The new Religson of my Back-biters : or 
4 Catalogue of fome Dottrines ef Mr. Danvers, 
and the reft that joyn in bis accufations f my 
Writings, sf indeed they hold the gentraries to 
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that. whith. they. accafe; as their accufations 
feem to fuppofe , viz. fifty fix New Command- 
| ..ments.and Daitrines. The goodthat thefe men 
Chap. 9. Wiliam Allens vixdécationof him- 
aguinft Atr-D.’s mifreport, and my Teffi- 
mony concermng Mr. Allen and Mr. Lamb. 


Conclufion, an Admonition to Mr. Danvers for 
bis Repentance. P3357 


“The Contents of the Third Part. 


Chap. HE frightful afpec of bis Reply. 
P+ 345 
_ Chap. 2. Hiss smpenitent falfe allegation of 
neffes againft Infant-baprifm. Of Tertullian, 
whether Cyprians Doétrine was Antichriftian. 
Wickliff vindicated at large, from his exprefs 
words. DBerengarius vinascated. P. 349. 
Chap. 3. Adr. D.’s juptification of bis flander of 
the Waldenfes confuted. His witneffes exa- 
mined, and his unfaithfulne{s opened , and the 
cafe of the Waldenfes more largely explicated. 
379 

Chap. 4. His tmpenitence in Calumniating the 
Donatifts and Novatians as againft Infant-ba- 
ptif{m, reprebended. D. 4.00 
Chap. 5. Ais renewed Calumny of the Old Brit- 
tains reproved. p. 402 


Chap, 


The Contents. 


Chap. 6.. His rafh weport of Bifbaps Uthers 7 


fure of me, Confidered. 


404 
Pofticript. The Teftimony of Smaxagdus fully open- 
ed: And the reports of Peter Abbas Cluntacen- 


fis, and Bernard Abbas Clarevallenfis. Their | 


weak, difingenuous conrfe of Printing my words 
as againft my felf (1n.a fheet called Mr. Bax. 
cers Arguments, &c. cryed about the ftreets ) 
as if we neceffity of profefféd faith for our 
felves, would prove that our profeffed faith and 
dedicating themto God, were not fufficuent for 
the bapti{mal reception of our Infants. pp. 407 


Readers, 


Y pain and greater bufinef$ deny me time to colle& 
M the Printers Errata, though I fee divers ; and there- 
Ore muft leave the difcerning of them ro your felves. 
And I again admontth and intreat you, that the detection 
of the extr aordinary falfhoods and blind temerarious auda- 
city of Mr. D. be not imputed tothe whole Rebaptizing par- 
ty» (0 whole Practice Gregor. Magn. paralleleth Reordain- 
ine) ; and that his crimes abate not your Chriftian Love 
and tendernefs to others, there being truly Godly, wife, 
and peaceable perfons, worthy of our Communion, and 
willing of ic, of that party. as wellas of others. Hearken 
mot tay them that would render the Party of Anabaptifs 
Odious or intolerable;no more than to thofe Anzbapti/ts who 
would perfwade thofe of their opinion to renounce Com- 


‘manion with all others as unbaptized. It is againft this 


dividisig {pirit on all fides that I Write and Preach. 
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My private Letters to Afr, Tombes provi#e 
the Church-member|bip of Infauts in all 
ages, vindicated from his unfatufactory 


The PREFACE. 


$s Te HE occafion and time of thefe 


Letters is long ago publifhed by 

Mr. Tombes himfelf in the third 

Part of his Anti-Pedobaptifm , 

page 353. and ferward. where 
he printeth the faid Letters without my confent : 
Had I found his Anfwers fatisfattory, I had 
changed my judgement and retrafted that and 
other fuch writings long ago, But I thought fo 
much otherwife of them that I judged it not ne- 
ceflary, nor worth my diverting from better em- 
ployment to write an anfwer to them. 


. $425 And whatever the fingular judgement of that 
Jearned 
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learned and exeellent Profeffor of Theology men. 


tioned in his Preface, was or is concerning the 
arguments that.I ; and many before and lince have 
uled for Infant Baptifm, and notwihftanding his 
opinion that ic was introduced in the fecond Cen- 
sury, &c. yet fo many wifer and bert f men than 
I, think otherwife both of the caule, and of Mr.7’s 
writings, that I hope the mode/ft will allow me the 
honour of having very good company if Ifhould 
prove miftaken. 


3. No fober Chriftian will deny but thar 
Godly men of both opinions may be faved: And 
then I think no fuch Chriftian that is acquainted 
with the Hiftory of the Church, can choofe but 
think that there are now in Heaven many thou- 
fands, if not hundred thoufands that were not 
againft Iafant Baptifm, for one that was againft 
it,; And while we differ de jure , yet without 
Great ignorance of she ftate of the world, we 
muft needs agree that de fatto, the number in the 
Church of Chrift in all Nations and Ages that have 
been againft Infant Baptifm hath been fo {mall , 
as that they make up bur a very litle part of the 
Church triumphant : which though I takesfor no 
proot of the truth of our opinion, yet I judge ir 
4 great reafon to make me and others very fear- 
ful of turning rafhly and without cogent proof 
to the eiher fide, I know the Churches have 


had their blemithes ; but that they fhould all 
—tniverfaily fo err in the fubje@& of Baptifn and 


Chriitianity it felf, is not to be believed till it be 
proved. | 
§.4. Though 
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C3) 
¢,4. Though Chrift be not the Author of any 
of our errors, he‘isthe healer of them,and he isthe 
Effector as well as the Director of his Churches 
faith and holinefs: And yet to fay that though 
thoufand$ or hundred thoufands are in Heaven 
that were for Infant Baptifm, for one that was 
asainft it; yet Chrift was againft even fuch acon 
{tiutive pare of his Church ( as accounted ) 1s not 
to be received withuut good proof, 


¢. 5. For my part I muft ftill fay, thar after all 


that Ihave read for the Anabaptifts, and much 


_morethan fuch Catalogues.as Mri Danvers, Ido 
not at prefent remember that I have read of any 
Chriftian that held the ing of Infants 


> unlawful , in many and many hundre 


years afcer 
Chrift ; at leaft not any that denied not Original 


> fin: Though indeed the Pelagians rhemfelves that 


did deny it much, yet denied nor Intant Baps 


$.6. But of this enough heretofore : I lay not 


' my faithon the number of Confenters; but ina 
- doubtful cafe I think the way that almoft all went 


that are in Heaven, and took itasthe very entrance 
of the door of life, is fafer ceteris parsbus than 
that which few in Heaven did own: And though 


*_ on earth I have more approvers than Mr.T. I 


think mans approbation fo poor a comfort, as 
that Iam forry to read in his Preface and elfe- 


where how much he layethupon it. Alas, 
ic not more for the good of others than our felves, 


B 2 how 


| 
XY 
is 
2 
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that I 


‘how inconfiderable a matter were it, whether men 
valde and honour, or defpife us, and what we are 
‘thought or {aid of by oh other, when we'are 
all on the borders of eternity, where the honour 
this world 1§ of ng fignificacron ? 


Mr. Tombes, fhould 1 we his words, Be 
anfwer impertinent paflage, I fhould need. 
the Reader and my Peel I will there. 
e the vo te his Book at hand, 
and to take his words as he hath given him them , 
may not be blamed as concealing any on 
them. And Tt fhall anfwer to > but what 
fcemethi ‘to mé to need an anfwer: And for all 
the reft I am content that the impartial Reader 
judge of them as be findeh them: For I write 


bow frivolous focver , plain 
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Mr re bis Letter. 


| Ot finding yer or 
| of Infants vifible- Church-member- 
fhip which you affert in ‘your book af © 


Bapti{m vo be unrepealed, I do requeft 


fet particular Text 
or Textof Holy Scripture where you conceive 
that Law or Ordinarice ‘is written, and to tranfmit — 
it to me by this bearer, thar your allegations any 

be confidered: by. hun whe is Tours as ts meet 


Pater write any more 


ady written, before I will 
about Infant without « more preffing 
cull than I yer difcern. I-bave difcharged “my 
Confeience, and fhall 
your courfe. And indeed 
Senfe of your Letter, becanfe you fo joym two 
qheftions sn one , shige I not which ofthe 
“he 


ana | 


do not sider feand the 


« 
2 
s 
> 
z 
a 
- 
t> 
+ 
> 
4 14 
~ 
a 
is 
‘ 
> 
- 
* 
ay 
ct 
uf. 


Jf 
2 


Sher there were any Ordinances or Law of God 
that Infants fhould be Church-members one 
queftion: Whether this be repealed? ts another: 
you joyn both intoone, For the firft, that Infants 
were (burch-members, as you have not yet denied 
that I know of ; fa will I not be fo uncharitable 
di to imagine that you are now avout it: And 
much lef that you fhould bave tbe leaft doubt whe- 
ther it were by Gods Ordination, ‘There are two 
things confiderable in the matter. Firft, the be- 
nefit of Church-memberfhip , with ah the confe- 
quent priviledges. the. work of 4 grantor 
nei te confer thefe, and not directly of a pre- 
cept. Secondly, the duty of devoting and dedica- 
ting the childto God, and extring us into the Co- 
venant which confers the benefit ; and this % the 
work. of a Lawor Precept to conjtitute this duty, 
J am paft doubt that you doubt! uot of either of 
thefe: For you cannot imagine, that any, Infant 
had the bleffing without a grant or promife, (that’s 
smpoffible ;.) nor that any Parents lay under a 
duty without an obliging law, ( for that is as tm- 
polibl:.) for granted that 
ow are refolvedin both thefe , and fo yield that 
uch grant and precept there. was, there re- 
wains no queftion but whether at be repealed; 
which I have long expetted that you {hould prove. 
For citing the particular Texts in which the \or- 
dination 1% contained , though more may be faid 
than faid,yet-1 fhall think it ucedlef, till I fee 
the ordination contained in thofe Texts which I 
bave: alveady mentioned to you, proved to be re- 
werfed.. Nor do-k know of fo greatufe 
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to ftand to cite the particular Texts, while You 

confef in general, that [uch a promife and precept 
there 18, by vertue of which, Infants were til brifis 
time duly menbers of (hrifis Church ( for Cerefis 
Church was) even bis univerfal vifible Church. 
Still remember that I take the werd [ law net 
frrittly for a precept only , but largely, 4s Com~ 
prebending both promife and precept, and I have 
already fhewed you both, and fo have others. ' 

So much of your endeavour as bath any tenden- 
cy to the advancement of holine/s, I am willing 
to fecond you in, viz. that at the age you defire 
people might folemnly profefs their acceptance of 
Chrift, and their refolution to be his: But I hope 
God will find me better work, while I muft fray 
here, than to fpend my time to prove that no In- 
fants of believers are within Chrifts  vifiele, 
Church, that is, are no Infant Difciples, Infant 
Chriftians , Infant (ourch-members. I know no 
glory st will bring to Chrifi, nor comfort to man, 
nor Jee I now any appearance of trush init. “J 
ble{s the Lord for the benefits of the Baptif{mal Co- 
venant that I enjoyedin tafancy, and that J was 
dedicated fo foon to God, and not left wholly in 
the Kingdom and power of the Devil. They that 
defpife this mercy, or account it none, or not worth 
the accepting, may go without it, and take that 
which the get by their ingratitude, And I once 
hoped, that much lefs than [uch an inundation of 
dureful confequents as our eyes have feen, would 
have done more for the bringsng of you back, to 
ftop the doleful breach that you have made. Iam 
fain to [bend my time mow to endeavour the re- 
B 4 govery 
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povery o fome of your Opinion who are lately 


determining it fhould be fo, bur only a fact of 
_ were a foolith undertaking for me to prove the 
_ you would fhew me where that Law, Ordinance, 
_ that is, which may in congruous fence be either 

_ by a later act faid to be repealed, or elfe to be | 
_ eftablifhed as a law for ever. This I never found 


_ In_your books, nor do I conceive that law is im- 
plied in any thing I grant and therefore I yet pray 


of Holy Scripture where that Law is. Which 
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turned Quakers, or at leaft the preventing of 
others Apoftafie : whith wu indeed to prevent the 
emptying of your Churches. Which I fuppofe wil 
be a more acceptable work, with yon, than again 
to write againft rebaptizing , or for Infant Bap- 
tifm. Sir, Iremain your imperfect brother, know- 
ing but in part, yet loving the truth, 


Rich. Baxter. 


Mr.. Tombes his fecond Letter. 


Sir , I confefs Infants were by Gods fact of = | 
taking the whole people of the Jews for hispeo- © - 


ple, in thateftare of the Jewith Padagogy ( not 
_ by any promife or precept ) vifible Church-mem- ty 


bers, that is, ofthe Congregation of J/rael. Ido 
not confefs that there wasany Law or Ordinance 


God, which is a tranfeunt thing, and I think it 
repeal of a fat. Wherefore ftill I prefs you that 
Statute or Decree of God is that is repealable , . 


you to fer me down the particular Text or Texts 


need not hinder you from oppofing the Quakers, 
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(in which I have not and-hope fhall not be want. 
ing ) of whom I think thar you are mifinformed 
that they are Anabaptifts, 1 chink there are very 
few of them that were ever baptifed, and have 
good evidence that they have been formerly Seek- 
ers, as you call them. And I think you do un- 
juftly impute the direful confequences you {peak 
of to the denial of Infant Baptifm, and to the 
practice of adult Baptifm , and that as your felf 
are deceived fo you miflead others. I yer ex- 
pect your Texts, knowing none in any of your 
Books that mention that law of Infants vifible 
Church-memberfhip which you affert either ¢x- 
plicitly or implicitly, and am yours as is meet, 


Bewdly, April 4. 1655. Tombes, 
Richard Baxters fecond Letter. 


Sir, If you will needs recall me to this ungrateful 
work, let me requeft youto tell me fully, exaitly 
and plainly, what tranfient fatt you mean, which 
you concerve without law or promife did make - 
Church-members: that fo I may know where the 
competition, seth, When I know your meaning, I 
intend, God wiling, to fend you a speedy anjwer 
to your laff. Your fellow-fervant, | 


April 16. 165 J. Rich, Baxter. 


Mr. Tombes 
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Tombes bis third Letter. 


Sir, The tranfeunt of God, whereby In- 
‘| fants were vifible Church-members, was plainly 
~ | expreft in my laft to you, to be the taking of the 
_ whole people of the Jews for his people, which 
is the expreffion of ‘Deut. 4. 34. Exod. 
6.7. And by it I mean chat which is exprefled 
| Levit.20.24. 26. when God faid, I have feve- 
| ved you from other people, bat you fhould be mine. | 
The fame thing is exprefled 1 Kings8.53. 
| 43-1 This] term [ fat ] as conceiving it moft 
_comprehenfive of the acts in many 
generations, whereby he did accomplifh it. Fol- 
| |  lowtag herein Stephen, 7. 2. and Nehem. 9.7. 
J concetye it began when he called Avraham out 
(of Ur, Gen 12.1. to which fucceeded in their 
' | (times the enlarging of his family, removing of 
| Lor, Sjlimuel, the fons of Keturah, Efau, diftin- 
tion by Circumcifion, the birth of J/aac, Facob, 
bis leading to, Padan Aram , increale there, re- 
moval to to zypr, placing, preferving 
_ there, and chiefly phe bringing of them thence, to 
which principally he Scripture refers this fach, 
Exod.19, 4. Levit. 11.45, Nebem. 1.10. Hof, 
g1. 1. the bringing them into the bond of the 
Covenant at Mount Sinai, giving them laws, fir- 
tling their Priefthood, tabernacle, army, govern- ? 
ment, inheritance. By which fa& the Infants of 
/raelites were vifible Church-members as be- 
part of the Congregation of J/rael, and in 
I like manner though not with equal right (for wi 
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‘might be fold away) were the bought fervants 


or captives, whether Infants or of age, though 
their Parents were profefled Idolaters, And this 
I faid was without promife or precept, meaning 


‘fuch promife or precept as you in your Letter fay 


I confefs, and you defcribe, a promife conferring 
to Infants the benefit of Church-memberflip with 
all the confeguent priviledges, a precept. confittue 
ring the duty of devoting and dedicating the child 
to God, anaentring into (ovenant, which confers 
the benefit, For though I grant the promifes to 
the natural pofterity of Abraham, Gen.17. 4,5, 
6,7,8. and the Covenant made with J/rael at 
Mount Sinai, and Dext.29, wherein J/rael avouch- 
ed God, and a precept of Circumcilion, and pre- 
cepts of God'by eMofes of calling the people, 
and requiring them to’ enter into Covenant , 
Exod, 19 and Deut.29. Yet no fuch particular 
promife concerning Infants vifible Church-mem- 
berfhip, or precept for Parents or others, con- 
cerning the folemn admiflion of Infants as vifible 
Church-members, befides Circumcifion, as in your 
Book of Bapti{m you affert, Nor do I conceive 
that Infants ot Jfrael were made vifible Church- 
members by the promifes in the covenants or the 
precepts forenamed, but by Gods tranfeunt fact 
which I have defcribed, Which I therefore term 
| tranfeunt | becaufe done in time, and fo (not 


eternal, and paft, and fo not in congruous fence 


repealable as a law, ordinance, ftatute, decree, 
which determines fuch a thing fhall be for the fu- 
ture, though capable of continuance in the fame 


or the like acts, or of interruption. ‘Which ¢on- 


linu- 
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tinuance of interruption is known by narration of 
~ what God hath done, not by any legal revocation, 
orrenewing, or continuance of a promife or pre- 
_ cept concerning thar thing. Now as the Church- 
 memberthip of the J/raelites began as 1 conceive 
with e4brabams call, and was compleated when te 
they were brought ont of egypt to God, Exod, 
19.4. fo I conceive it ceafed when upon their re- r 
| je@tion of Chrift as was fore-told Marth, 21. 43. 
_. they were broken off from being Gods people , 
_* which was compleated ar the deftruction of Fern- 
| falem, when the remple was deftroyed, as Chrift 
_ fore-told, Luke 19. 43, 44. And. inftead of the 
| Jewith people by the preaching of the Gofpel con- 
firmed by mighty figns, God gathered to himfelf 
a Church of another frame in a {piritual way, 
| according to the inftitution of Chrift, Afatrh. 28. 
Mark.16. 15, 16. in which he included 
pot Infants, the Jews themfelves were no part of 
the Chriftian Church without repentance and 
faith in Chrift profeffed at leaft. 

Having now fully, exactly, and plainly told you 
my meaning as you requeft, I do now expect your 
fpecdy aniwer tomy laft, and therein to fulfil my 
requeit of Setting down the particular Texts of 
holy Scripture wherein that law largely taken 
comprehending promife and precept of Infams vi- 
fible Church.memberfhip, which you affert to be ; 

unrepealed, is comained. If you fhall in your an- 
foter fer down wherein the blefling, benefit, and 
| priviledges of Infants vifible Church-memberfhip, 
which you affert unrepealed , did confit, I may 
better 
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better underftand you than I do: fhall prefs 
you no further than you fhall be willing in this 
thing. Iam Yours asis meet, 


Bewdley, April 21. Tombes, 


Richard Baxters third Letter being long, is di- 
vided by Mr. Tombes into feveral fections, and : 
his Anfwers accordingly divided; which order I : 
muft therefore obferve inmy reply. The words : 
of the Letter are. 


SECT. I. | : 


RB. GIR, A probability of doing or receiving 
good, 1 to me a calito attson. Seeing 
i no fuch probability, I told you at firft my purpo- 
fes to forbear any further debates with you, gill 
you had better anfwered what  faid. In your 
[eemed to deal fo plainly, 4s if fome {mall 
probability of good did yet appear: But in your 
third you fly if again and eat your own words, and 
jumble things in much confufwn, fo that I now re- _— 
turn again to my former thoughts. For you that 
fay and unfay, and contradstt your felf , 
are not likely to be brought toa candid manage- / & 
ment or fair iffue of the Difpute. You'l fure &§ 
think it no great matter to be driven to “ete 
contradittion ( which with ethers is to lofe the 
Caufe ) who fo eafily and exprefly run.upon st your 
elf. 
Anfwer, It was acallfufficient, Ge. 
Reply. 
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be the difcerner of, my own Call 


Reafons to'wrice : rime-is precious: As for his: 


* 
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Offence at Mr. Mr. Firmin for cliarging. - 


him with fophiftry, and at Mr. Ford for charging 


hin with railing, and Mr.Gateker for doubting i¢is. 


his’ difpofition to braze his forehead , and his own 


anety words hereupon, they coneern not our pre- 


SECT. 11 


R.B. YN yoar fecond you [ay Ci confef infants 


AL wereby Gods fact’ of taking the whole 


people of the Jews for his people , in that eftare,, 


‘@ the Jewith Pedagogy, nor by any promile of 


precept, then vilible Churcli-members, that is, of 


[ For though I grant. the promifes to the’ nacural 


Congregation of Ifrack, I donor confefs, thar. 
«there was any Law or Ordinance determining - 
be foy but only fact of God; which is 2 
tranfeunt thing ccs Jn your. third you fay,» 


pofterity of Abrabant, Gen. 17. 4, 5, 6,7; 8. and 


the Covenants madewith J/rael at mount Sin 


‘29%-yet_no fuch*patticular promife concerning in- 


Deut. 29. wherein Ifrael avouched God, and 

precept of Circumcifion, ahd» precepts of God 
by of calling the people, and requiring of 
to enter ime Covenant, Exod. 19. Deati 


vilible Church-membetthip ,“or ptecept for 


‘Paremts or others concerning the folemn admiffion 


of Infants as vifible Church-members befides Cirz 


affert | 
‘Beforé 


rt 


cumcifion, 2s in your book of Bapri/m you 
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you 


mining it. be fo. but a fact | now. 
there-are Laws or precepts and prompfes that st 


And if foould fhew you never fo many, you may 
reply are not Sach as I affert in my bobk 5 
and wafte the time in that trial, when it beter 


for me to fee firft what that book : Fer 


this but to lead us about to trifliin 


T's Anfwer. There’ is no a 


contradiction, 
Let tie impartial Reaider Judge. 


‘SECT. - 


T in we muff, 


te the diftinétly, many of which youtoo 


much confound. ‘The firft queftion én order fitte 
be refolved is, whether Infants before Chrifts m- 
carnation were Church-members, or mot? | you 
grant they were: and therefore this i paft difase 


with wt The fecond queftion and the firft refal- ° 


ved, is [ what Church st is that Infants were 


members. of ? | This you give me cccafion to take 


tn the way, becanfe you twice explain your mean- 
when you them Church-members , 
Live. of the congregation of Irael. 


fem to imply two things : Firft , that 
one bus the Infants of the Congreation of Mraek 


were C Secondly, that the snfants 
were uo Church but what 


on 


Should be fosbut [noc foch as Laffert in my book. 
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ronvertible with the congregation of Ifrael. ] The 
third queftion is, what st is that gives the Ifrae- 
lites that denomination of [ the Congregation of 
Ifrael] of whieh Infants were members ? For you 
gamble both together, both caufes Civil, and Eccle- 
fiaftical, and of both thofe that make to the being 
and well-being. So that enquiry muft be, 
whether the Patricaien and the Commonwealth 
be the fame thing in your fenfe? | and what confti- 
tuteth it formally? For in this you [peak in dark, 
ambiguities. The fourth queftion , Whether 
there was any Law, Ordinance or. Precept of God 
concerning mans duty herein, or obliging him to 
the Covenant acceptance and engagement, and [0 
20 memberfhip, and any promife, grant or Cove- 
nant, conferring the right of C 
and the confequent priviledges to Infants? | To 
this you Jay both Yea and Nay, if I can under- 
 ftand you, or at leaft as to much of the queftion 
concerning the being, and part of the effect of 
the precept and promife. Yet you conclude, that 
you | do not conceive that Infants of Ifrael were 
made vifible Church-members by the promjfes in 
tie Covenants, or the precepts fore-named, but by 
Gods tranfeunt fat. | I will not [nfpett that you 
smagine any other proms[e doth it befides that in the 
Covenant, becaufe your tying the effet tothe tran- 
 feunt doth exclude them, Here we are caft 
upon thefe queftions next. The fifth queftion, 
[ Wheth:r there be [uch precepts and promifes as 
you grant, (or as I fhall prove) which yet make 
not Infants Church-members? | The fixih quefti- 
on, | Whether there be any tranfeun: (att of God, 
which 
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. | 
which without the efficiency of precept or prom e 
did make the Infants of ifracl Church-nsembers ? | 
The feventh queftion, [ Whether thofe which you 
have affigned be fuch fatts ? | The eighth queftion, 
[ Which are the Texts of Scripture that contain or 
expref tke faid laws, precepts, or Ppt whith I 
maintain ? | this youinfift upon. The ninth quefti- 
on, Whether laws, preceps or grants as I 
all prove, are capable of a repal or revocation? | 

The tenth queftion, {| Whether they are attually re= 
vuked or repealed ? 

“Mr.T'’s Aufwer. The eighth queftion is the 
only queftion needfulto be refolved , Ges 

Reply. 1f I do too much.it is but your pafling 
it by, and ic will not trouble you. 


. SECT. IV: 


R. B. Re: all thefe queftions are well hand. 
led, we fhould eafily be convinced that 

it had been better either to have let all alone, or 
elfe, if we muft needs have the other bout, at leaft 
to have agreed on our terms, and the flating of 
the queftions bettcr before we had begun. And 
I think that even that ws not eafieto do. For when 
I defired your plain, exatt and full explication 
of one word [ tranfeune fait | and you tell me 
jou have plainly, fully and exattly told’ me your 
meaning: It falls ont, either through the unbap- 
of my own under ftanding, or yours,that 
know but little more of your mind than I did 
before, and that you feem to me to have raifed 
more 
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more donbts and darknefs than you have refolved 
and diffipated, Tet being thus far drawn in, TI 
briefly fay fomewhat to the ‘feveral queftions, 
not following your defires to anfwer oxe alone: 
which caunot be done to any purpofe while the fore- 
going are uirefolved , becaufe it the clearing 
up of truth, and not the ferving of your prefent 
ends in your writings now in hand that I muft 
intend. 

“Mr. T's Anfwer. Yaffe nomore bouts with 
“‘fuch a captious wrangler—— fo many doubts 


““f-em notto be from the darknefs of the un. . 


detftanding, but either from the lightnefs of the 
“fancy , or the bent of the will, to find a way 
blunt the Readers attention, Gc. 

Reply. This is not the Controverfie: Is your 
judgement alike right of perfons as of Doctrines ? 


SECT, V. 
R. B. TT HE firft queftion being refolved that 


Infants were once Church-members, 
to the refolving of the fecond queftion , I {halt 
prove thefe two Propofitions, 1. That it was not 
only the Infants of the Congregation of (rack 
that were Church-members, 2. The Infants of 
Hirael were members of the univerfil vifible (ourch, 
and not only of that particular Congregation. The 
firft I have proved already in my took, And 1. 
Haac was a Church-member, yet none of the Con- 
gregation of Mrael it was nor Yrael till Jacobs 
days. Ifyou fay that by the Congregation 

I{rael 
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Iftacl ] you mean [ the feed of Abraham iwhich 
bad the promife of Canaan |] Yet 2. I fay, that 
ifhmael and Abrahams feed by Keturah and Eflau 
bad none of the promife, and yet were Church 
members in their infancy. [ dn \aac {hall thy feed 
be called | that 1, that feed which bad the pro- 
mife of Canaan. And fo it was confined to Ja- 
cob, who got the bleffing and the birthright, 
which Elau loft, and was excluded, yet was of the 
Church from his infancy. The Son of the bond- 
woman was not to be heir with the Son of the- 


frec-woman, yet was Uhmael an lefant member, 


If you fay, that by [ the Congregation of Ifrael ] 


you mean all the natural feedof Abraham: J add, 


3. The children of his bond-men born in his fami- 
by, or bought with mony, were none of Abrahams 
natural feed, and yet, were Church-members in 
their infancy, If you go yet further , and fay, 
that by [ the Congregation of Wracl | you mean 
all. that were at the abfolute difpofe of Abraham 
or his [ucceffors, and fo were bus own: I add, 4: 
Infants of free Profelytes were none {uch ; 
and yet were Church-members. If you yet go fura 
ther, and fay, that you meanby [ the Congrega- 
tion of lfrael | any that came under the govern- 


ment of Abraham or bw fucceffors: then I add, 


§. That the Sichemites, Gea. 34. were not to come 
under Jacobs government, but to be bis allies and 
neighbours, being fo many more in number. than 


Jacob, that they concluded rather that his cattle. 


and fubftance f{hould be theirs , yet were they cir- 
cumcifed every male, and fo were made members 
of the vifible profeffing Church, For it was 

C2 the 
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the bare external fign that Jacobor his fons would 


perfwade them to, without the thing fignsfied: 
For the reproach that they mentioned of giving 
their daughter to the uncircumeifed, Was not in 
she defett of the external ab[ciffion for fo Motes 


own fon, and all the Ifraekites in the walderne ft 


foould have been under the fame reproach, and all 
she females continually: But it was tp that they 
were not in (ovenant with the [ame God, and 


did not profef to worfhip the fame God in his © 


true way of worfhip as they did. And therefore 
as Baptizing is not indeed and in Scrspture fence 
Baptizing , if it be not ufed for engagement to 


God, even into his name, fo Cireumesfion us 


indeed and in Scripture fence Cirsumcifion, unle$ 
st be ufed as an engaging fign, and they be cir- 
cumcifed to God. 

“Mr. T’s Anfwer. By [ the Congregation of 
“* Tfrael | Imean che fame with the Hebrew peo- 
** ple or houle of Abrabam ——— by an anticipe- 
“tion, cee. 

Reply. 1. That not only che Infants of Abra- 
os houle were Church-members fhall be pro- 
ved. 

2. Here he ts forced to take in the Children 
of Keturah, I/hmael, and Efan, into { the Con- 
Eregation of //rael |? And fo to extend Infanis 
Church-memberthip further than the Jews Com- 
mon-wealth, For let the Reader judge, whether 


pofteriry of Jfhmacl, Efan and Keturah were 


of that Republick, or,Profelytes either, and not 
wfually enemies. 


3. He 
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3. He is forced ‘to extend Infants Church- 
. memberfhip to whole Cities that would be but 
} their Allies, as the Sichemites were: For when 
} he faith [ They were one people | by confent, 
he could not fay that they were to be their fub- 
=je&s and fo members of their Kepublick. And 


they may be [ one people | by mixwre and con- 

federacy, without fubjection. And there is no in- 

timation that the Sichemites were to part with 
their former Governours and be fubje& to Fa- 
* cob, And thenif all the Kingdoms abour would 
but have been accordingly Jacobs confederates , : 


» it feems Mr. T. muft yield that their Infants had 
vifible Church-members. 


SECT. VI. 
é R.B. ET was then the duty of all the Nations 


round about (if not of all the Nations 
on earth, that could have information of the Jew- 
ifh Religion ) to engage themfelves and ‘their 
children to God by Tvcmmcifon. That all that 


} \ would have any alliance and commercé with the 
> Fews muft do it, is commonly confeffed: that it 
5 © mut extend to Infants, the cafe of the Sichemites 


— ( though deceitfully drawn to it by fome of Jacobs — 
fons) doth fhew, and fo doth the Fewifh praitice 
. which they were to imitate: that the fame engage- 
ment to the fame God is the duty of all the 
world, ss commonly acknowledged, though Divines 
are not agreed whether the diftant nations were 
obliged to ufe Circumcifion the Fewih fign, The 
bef? 


> 


4 22 ) 
of the Fems were ztalaus to make Proftlytes 
doubt but the very law of nature .did 
teach them:to do their. for the falvation of 4 
others, To think agd holy works 
to think evil to do the greatef 
ood. «And if they muft ptrfwade rhe. reigh- | 
_ mations to come into God by Covenant. en- 
gagement, they perfi wade them to bring 
children with them, and to devote them to God 
well as ghemfelves, For the Fews knew ime 
‘ether covenanting or engaging to God. . As the 
Sichemites waft do, fo other nations do: For 
what. priviledge: bad the children of the Siche-., 
above the reft of the world? 
“*Mr, T's Anfwer. The argument in’ form. 
* would ‘be’ thus ir were the dury of all the 
nations round about to éngage themfelves and 
** their children to God by circumcifion, then it. 
| the Intants of the Congresaion 
\ of that_were Church-members, cc. 
You, thould have that. would 
_haye been Church-members bad.they done that 
But you-can befiferve your own turn. 
Sapream.. Power maketh. one Republick 
rithithe fubjects ), And many Soveraigns make 
Republicks ¢ asail grant ) Therefore ifall 
the Nations about exgraffed themfelves imo 
7 the Congregation of Hrael but as th: Sichemsstes did, 
‘they had nor madeone Republick, as co humane 
a Soveraignty : I prefume to tell_you ay thoughts . 
ef fuch cafe (and fo of the: Sichemites) 
the glory of bea Theocacy : God 
Wat their Soveragin , aot only. as he. Wwas.of all 
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world ( de jure and by their hu- 


mane Soveraign butb Revelationdoing 


the work a Soveraign bimfelf; He made thems. 
Laws (and not ): He appointed them Cap- 
tains ander him by. Revelation: He decided tales 
by Oracle: Me gave them Judges thar. Pro- 
and acted. by his extraordinary. fpixics 
Though of es 1s cated. a King, he was but an 
Official Magiftrate , Captain. Prophtt 
Prophet fhall. the Lord your God you 
ike unto me, ce, } 1 which h 

diare refpect to the form ef Government andman- 


ner of fucceflion, ¢ as. differing from the way.of 


 Kipgs which: the Ifraeistes finfully preferred: gf- 
terward , cafting off this (pectal. Theocracy:) 
_ though ultimately it inrended. Chrift. Now, this 
being fo, the Sichemstes or any other nations who 
would have taken for their Soveraign, and 
_ come ‘tinder this {pecial prophetical Theocracy , 
(which Circumcifion, engaged chem to as refpex 
Ging the ‘Laws to which it bound them) had 
been fo far united.toJfrael. But how far might 
have extended? To the reft. that he. faith 
-confent. If will not hold,to this you. muft 
fay chat tlie Sichemites were to be of the famie 
Communitie with Jfrael and no: of the fame 
Republick’, ‘which fignifieth either ungoverned 
Comuiunitics or various confede- 
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SECT. VII, 
R. B. YN Helters time many of the people be- 
came Fews, Heit. 8,17. who yet were 
not under their goutrament. cAndtobe Fewsis 
to be of the jewifh profeffion, And it ss well 
known that this was to be circumcifed, they and 
their little ones ( asthe Profelyres were) and fe 
to keep the Law of Moles, | | 
Mr. T’s Anfwer. ——— They were incorpo> 
rated intro the Jewith people, Gc. 
Reply. This needeth no reply bur what is given 
to the former. 


SECT. 


R. B, T HE fcattered and captivated Fews 

themfelves were from under the Go- 

vernment of Abrahams fucceffors, and yet were to 

Circumcife their children as Church-members. 

T’s Anfwer is the amg, and the Reply 
“ the fame. 


Jonas preached to Ninive, 
was all the race of man among 


them, without exception, from the greatef to the 
that was to faft and join in : 
Ergo, 
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Ergo, all, even Infants aswell as others, wereta | 

partake of the remiffion, If you fay, the beafts . 

were to faft too: I anfwer, as they were capable 

in their kind of part of the curfe, fo were they 

of part of the benefit, but their capacity was not 

as mans: They fafted to manifeft mans bumilia- 

tion. And if by the bumiliation of the aged the 

beafts fped the better in their kind, no wonder if 
Infants fped the better in theirs , and accordin 

to their capacities, and that was to bave a vemiffe 

on fustable to their fin. | 

“Mr, T's Snfwer, Neither aged nor infants 

Reply. This only proveth by parity of Reafon, 

been fuch , if they had truely turned to God es 

which yet I cannot’ fay that many of chem di &§ 

not according to the terms of the Common Co- | 

venant of Grace made with Adam and Nee, ~ | 

though they came not upder the Covenant of pe- 

culiarity : And if fo (as Repentance is to be inter- 

preted in the beft fenfe till the contrary ‘be pro-' | 

ved ) I leave it to the Reader, whether Gods) -  - | 

laying on the Infants their fhare (as capable )) 

in the humiliation , imply not fuch a fhare as 

they are capable of in the-benefit? And the cafe 

of the J/raektes Infants (teweth what they were 

gapable of, Mr. T's denial is no difproof. 
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B. X T Hat. I have [aid of Sem and many 

R ‘ others , and their poftersty already, 

I foall not bere again repeat: and more will be 

id anon.to the folowing queftions. 

Mr. 7's Asfiver is none, and needs no Re- 


R. Be HE: Jecond propofition to be proved 


is, that | the liraclites children were 
members of the univerfal vifible (ourch of Corift 
as well as of the Congregation of l{rael | But this 
you did heretofere acknowledge , and therefore 
I fuppofe will not now deny. J f{uppofe st paft con- 
Pre between us; 14 Lhat Chrift bad then a 
Church on earth. As Abraham fap Chrifts. day 
and rejoyced, Moles fuffered reproach of. 
Ghrifi, Heb.11.26, and the Prophets enquired of 
the falvation by Ghrift , and fearched diligently, 
and prophefied of the grace to come, and. st was. 
the pte of Chrift which was in thofe Prophets, 
fignifying the time, and teftifying beforehand. the 
fufferings of Chrift, and the glory that fhould fol- 
low, 1 Pet.1. 10, 11. So were they part of the 
Church of Chrift , and members of the body of 
Cbrift, and given for the edification of that body : 
Though it was revealed to them that the higher 


\ gre 


| 
€ 
3 
" 
; 


97) 


iviledges cf~-the Church after the coming of 


2. J fuppofe it agreed om between us, thas 
there. was no true Church or Ecclefiaftical wor{hipe 

ing fociety appointed by God in all the world 
ie the fall, but the Chuich of Chrift, and there- 
fore sither Infants were members of Chrifts 


Church , or of no Church of Gods infitution, 


Mofes Church and Chrifts Churth according to 
Gods inftitution were not two , but one Church, 


For: Mofes was Chrifts Ufher , and bis ctremo- 


nies were an obfcurer Gofpel to lead men to Chritt 
And though the foolifh Jews by mif-underfland- 
ing them made afeparation, and made Moles Die 
fcrplesto.be feparate from Chrifts Difcsples, aud 
Jo fet up the alone [ fhadows of things to come, 
yet the body ws all of Chrift | Col. 2.17. andby 
fo doing they violated Gods inftitution , and une 
churcht themfelves. 3+ 1 fuppofe it agreed alfo, 
that Chrifts Church wu but one , and that*even 
thofe of all ages that are not at once vifible, yet 
make up one body, 4. And that therefore wit 
ever 1s a member of any particular Church is a 
member of the univerfals ( Though the Church 
was. more eminently called Catholick,, when the 
wall of feparation was taken down. ) But Iremem- 
ber I have proved this Book, patt. 1, chap. 
20. and therefore fhall fay no mere now. | 

_ “Mr. T’s Anfwer, The two firft are granted. 
“* To the third, Though whoever is a member of 
*° any. particular Church is a member of the uni- 
““verfal yet it follows not, ( which Mr, drives 
** at, and vainly salks of his proving) that every 


brift, were snot for them buefor us, Pet. 1,12» 
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‘one who was a tnember of the univerfal Church, 
thar he wasa niember of the Jetwi'h Churche 


in that he was a member of a vifible particular 


‘particular, was a’vifible member of every parti- 
cular vifible Church of Chrift, 2. Nor that every 
Gne that was a member of theuniverfal Church, 


“Church of Chrift, was a vifible member of the. . 


Fewith particular Church, 

Reply, 1. ‘None of this ever came into my 
thoughts which he untruly faith I drive at, cc. 
Whar fober man could imagine either of *thefe 


affertions What pitiful abufe of ignorant Re2-_ 


ders is this? 2. And what a poor put off ro the 
point in hand? That which I faid is bur that all 
particular viftble Churches and members , make 


every vilible member of any particular “Church 
8 a member of the univerfal? He durft nor den 


this, and yet a flander ferveth his curh. | 


SECT. XFL 


up vifible univtrfal Church , and therefore 


R. B. the of the thirdque- 


fiion.” I affert that [ it was not only 
of the Jews. Common-wealth Infants were 


but of the Church diftintt from ste | 


Thus 13 proved [ufficiently in what is fasd before. 

“Mr. T's Anjwer. As yet 1 find 
“that the Jewith Church was diftin@ from the 
*Common-wealth , or that'thete was not any 
_  ““member of the Church’ who was not of the 
"Commonwealth, 


Reply. | 
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Reply. 1. It is only a formal and not a materin 


the Republick was conftigged by a humane head: 
‘Of which I refer the Reader fe Mr. Galufpie’s 
Aarons lithe Jews Common-wealth 
{pecified [beocracy from God the Sove 
the Sichem@@¥ were of and other nations might, 
2. But many fay that fome wereof the Commons 


wealth that were not.of the Church, though nor 


contrarily : And be they diftin@.or not, it fifi, 
me that Infants were of the Church," 


he? 


members in Abrahams family before 
and after when it was no Common- 
wealth. So they weresn Maacs, Jacobs, Ge. 
The banifhed, captivated, feattered Fews 
that ceafedto be members of their Commen-vvealth, 
ceafedrnor to be.of their, Church, 
«The people of the Land, that became Fews 
time , joyned not themfelves to these 
eMany Profelytes never joyned thenifelve 
to their Common-wealth, 


“MrT. affirmeth them alto have. been Com- 
| Anfwer. wo ambiguous may in 4. 


fcattered 


al diftin@tiion that I medled ‘with: The formal 
geafon of a Church-member and a Civil-member | 
differ , at leaft after thé choice of Kings; when © 


Oreover , Infants, were 
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_ Feattered people that have no Soveraign , but is 


fiot fo ufually taken. 


SECT. XVII. 


rah, when they were rengiimed from his 

family were not unchurched ; and yet Were no mem- 

bers of the FewsCommon-wealth, But I fhall take 

up with what is faid for this already , underta- 

king more largely to manifeft st, when I perceive 
st neceffary and afeful. 

“Mr, T's Anfwer. Abrahams children by Ke- 

© turab when out of the Common-wealih of the 

“ Hebrews were- unchurched , at leat in refpect 


AE Children of rege by Ketu- 


. of the Church of the Hebrews.” 


Reply, 1. What a wide gap-doth that fae 
leaft | make you, yettofay, They were a Church 
or no Church, as you pleafe? 2. Reader, ule 
Scripture byt impartially, and in che fear of God, 
and I will leave tt to thy Gonfcience to judge 
whether tt be credible, thar when God had fore- 
told that Abraham would command his children 
and houfhold after him to keep the way of the 
Lord, 18,19. and when Z/hmacl, Keturabs 


children , and Efaw, were circumcifed by God?+= 


command; and God had yer promifed the Poli- 
tical peculiarities fpecially to Jfaac, and Facob 
yet God would have all the grandchildren of 
Keturah, Efauto be uncircumcifed and 
all their pofterity to ceafe that ufase, as foon as 
they were out of Abrahams houfe : when yet 
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(31) 
Hiftory affureth us. thar they long continued it: 
Or whether God would have them «ircumcifed 


and yet be no Church-members ? Believe as 
dence conftraineth thee. 


= 


SECT. XVIII, 


R. B. Othe fourth queftion I affert that [ 1. 

There was a Law or Precept of ob- 
liging the Parents to enter their children snto Cave- 
nant with God,by accepting bis favour,and re-inga- 
ging and devoting them to God,and fo entring them 
jolemnly Church-members. | And [ 2. there was 
a Covenant, promife or grant of God, by which 
he offered the Church-member{hip of fome Infants 
and attually conferred it, where hus offer was acs 
cepted. | J fhould have mentioned this firft, and 


therefore will begin. with the proof of thu. By - 


thefe terms Covenant, promife, grant, or deed of 
gift, &c. we underfland that which 1 commonta 
all thefe, vita [ A fign of Gods will conferring 
or confirming aright toor in fome benefit | fuch 
as we commonly call a Civil att of Collation as 
diftintt from a mere Phyfical att of dijpofal. I 
cal it | a fign of Gods will de jure | becanfe 
that the general nature of all hw legal moral 
| als: they are all figual determinations de debito, 

of fome due. 2. I fay conferring or confirming 
right to fome benefit ie” difference it from pre- 


cepts which only determine whar {hall be due from. 


#3 to God, and from threatnings , which detere 
wane what punifhment fhall be due from God to us. 
“Mr. 7. 
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“ Mr, 7. —~— If we prove by another grant 


& or deed of pift Phyfical or Moral which is not 
<a promife , or by any Law which is not fuch a 
precept, hecontradicts not my fpeech, . 

Reply, Your words are'{ J do not confef/s that 
there was any Law or Ordinance determining that 
st foould be fo Ning Infants fhould be members 
of the Fewifh (burch ) but only a fact of God 
which 1 atranfeunt thing, and I think it were 
dl foolifh undertaking to prove the repeal of “a 
fatt. | Perufe his words Reader. 


7 


SECT. XIX, XX, XXI. 


R. B. Aving thus explained the terms, I 
rove the propofition. If Infants 
Church-member{hip with the priviledgces thereof 
were a benefit conferred, which fome baa right to 
or in, then was there fome grant, covenant , or 


promife, by which this right was conferred: But 


the antecedent moft certain: Ergo, fo the 
confequent. I {uppofe you will not deny that it 
was 4 benefit to be the covenanted people of God, 
to have the Lord engaced to be their God, and 
to take them for his people, tobe brought fo near 


him, and to be feparated from the common and 


unclean, from the world, and fromthe ftrangers 
tothe Covenant of promifes, that live as without 
God in the world, and without hope, | 

If it were asked: what benefit had the Circum- 


cifton ? I fuppofe you would fa, much every 
way. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


(33) 


If Infane Church-memberfhip were xno benefit , 
then they that had it, were not ( when they came 
to age or their Parents in the mean time ) obli- 
ged to any thankfulnefs for it. But they were 
obliged to be thankful for it. Ergo, it was a be- 
nefit. 

° Mr. 7, Denyeth not the benefit , but denyeth 
“(that this is to be Vifible members formally 
“or connexively, for they may have all this be- 
“‘nefit who are not vilible Church-memberts ; 
“viz. fome believing Saints that are dumb. . 


troverfies with thefe men come to? [ Men may 
be the covenanted people of God, and have the 
Lord engaged to. be their God and to take them 


for his people, and be feparated from the com- | 


mon and uncléan, from the world, fromdtrangers 
to the Covenant, cc. and yet be no vifible 
Church-members with them! Doth a dumb man 
fignihe his confent tothe Covenant by any figns 
or not? If he do, that is vifible covenanting. If 
not, how is he, one of thefe’ covenanting and fe- 
parated people? And do you think that Mr. T, 
knew not that I talk to him of vifible coverant- 
ing and feparation, and not only of a fecret un- 
exprefled heart-confent : What will) mike a 
Church-member then with fuch men? 

“* He next faith that [ To be the circumcifion is 
“‘not all one as to be vifible Church-members ; 
“* Cornelius and his houfe were vifible Church- 
“‘ members, yer not the circumcifion }. 


Reply. Reader, doft thou not marvail to find 


him fo plead for.me againft himfelf, or fpeak no- 
thing 


Reply. Mark Reader, what an iffue our Con- 
1es 
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thing to the cafe? To be circumcifed then, or 
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baptized now, isnot all one as to be wufible 


Church-members: But fure all the Circumcifed 
were, and all the Baptized are, invefted in vifi. 


ble memberfhip? Is it not fo? And if Cornelins 
and more of the uncircumcifed allo were mem- 
bers, you fee it was not infeparable from Cir- 
cumcifion, And whom is this againft, me or him ? 

“‘ Headdeth | nor were the benefits, Rom. 3. 
“1.2. (the oracles of God, exc.) conferred to 
“them as vifible Church-members : For then all 
“¢ vifible Church-members had been partakers of 
“them ], 

Reply, But it was to them as members of the 
Jewith yifible Church: And if you plead for the 
extent of the Church to others alfo, I thank you 
for ir. 

When 1 fay [ Infant Church-member flip was 
a benefit | “He faith [ Vifible Church-member- 
“‘fhip fimply notes only a ftate, by which was 
¢ 4 benehr, { 

Reply. Only, an-exclulive term: Reader, by 
this thou maift perceive the myftery of making 
Church-members by 4 tranfeunt fait , without a 
Law or promife. \t is no benefit with thefe men, 


but a fiare by which was a benefit. Either they ° 


or I then know not at all what Church-member- 


fhip is: And are not all our Volumes wifely 


written to trouble the world, about that Subject 
thar we are not agreed what it is, and about a 
term which we agree not of the fenfe of ? I rake 
a vifible Church-member to be a vifible member 
of Chrift as Head of the Church and of his 
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Church as vilible? To be a eMember is to be a 
Part : It is therefore as the member of .a Family, 
School, Kingdom , a related part! And is it no 
benefit in it felf befides the confequents to be 
vifibly united and related to Chrift and his bo- 
dy ? tobe relatively a member of the Houthold 
ot God ? Sure were it but for the exclufion of 
the miferie of the contrary ftate, and for the 
Honour of it, fuch a Relationto God the Father, 
Son and Holy Ghoft, andthe Church, is fome 
little benefit: (and greattome.) 

And whether he and Major Dayxvers and fuch 
others fhould make fuch a vehement ftir about it 
as they do, if it be wo benefit, let it be confi- 
dered. 


SECT. XXII. 


R. B. Hii next thing in the antecedent to 

be proved us, that there was a right 
conferred to this benefit, and fome had arightin 
it. And 1. If any hadthe benefit, then had they 
right to or in. that benefit: But fome. had the be- 
nefit, Ergo. The confequence of the major is cer- 
tain. 1. Becanfe the very nature of the benefig 
confifteth in a right to further benefits. 2. If 
any had the benefice of (hurch-member{hip, Cove- 
nant-intereft, &c. without right, then they had 
st with Gods confent ana approbation or. without 
tt, Not with st: For he uw juft, and confenteth 
not that any have that which he hath not fome, 
right to or an: Not without at: For no man can 


have 
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have a benefit from God againft hes will, or wsth- 
out it. 2. If no Infants had duly and rightful- 
ly received this benefit, God woul have fome- 


where reprebended the ufurpation and abufe of 


bis ordinances or benefits. But that he doth not 
astothis cafe, Ergo. 3. God hath expreffed this 
right in many Texts of Scripture, of which more 
afterward. | 
“Mr. T. The Infants of the Jews were vifi- 
“¢ fible Church-members, not by a Legal right ro 
“¢ it, antecedent to their being fach vifible Church- 
“members which they or any for them might 
“€ claim as due: Nor was it capable of being du- 
ly and rightfully received or ufurped : For it 
‘was nothing but a fate of appearing to be part 
“¢ of that people, who were in appearance from 
“¢ things fenfible, Gods people ; and this they had 
““by Gods fact of making them to be a part of 
“that people vifibly, his forming them and 
“bringing them into the world, and placing 
“them, — 
Reply. More myftery fill! 1. Was there no an- 
tecedent Law or Covenant of God, giving a jus 
focietatis a Right of memberfhip to e4brabams 
feed as foon as they had a being initially, and 
commanding them to be devoted to Godin Co- 
venant, and Circumcifed, that they by inveftirure 
might have a plenary Right? Was there no fuch 
thing? O but [ rhis cave them not a right to it 
before they had it. \ Is the poor Church rh 


thus abufed , and holy things thus played wih ? 
They could not be membcrs before they had a 
being ; nor could fay claim to it: But could not 
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Gods Law, Grant or Inftrumental Covenant be | 
made before they were born? And ‘could it'not 
© be the Inftrument of conveying right to. them as 
_ foon asthey were born? that is, as foon as they 
were fubjects capable? And is not the caufe'in 
order of nature , though not of time before the 
effect ? Cannot the Law of the Land be the fun- 
damental caufe of the Right of Infants to ‘Ho- 
nours and Eftates, though till they are in being 
they are not capable fubjects? Is not the Action ~ 
wt agents naturally antecedent to it as patiente 
Is it only Gods tranfeunt fat of making them 
men and thefe men, and placing them in England, 
which maketh Infants to be members of the En- 
glifh Nobility, or Gentry or Citizéns or mem- 
bers of this Kingdom? No, but ic is the Laws 
» that do morally give the Fus dignitatu, vel fo- 
, cietatis, hough their action be not terminated in 
> any fubject all it exift. For every man born ‘in 
England is not born aLord, or Efquire, or Ci- 
tizen, no nor a free fubject, unlefs the Law fa 
it fhall be fo. If Foreigners or Rebels fhould have 
children here, and the Law-were that they fhall 
be Aliens, they would be no members of the 
| Kingdom. If Mr. 7. or Mr. ‘D's children have 
‘q nothing but, Generation, and being born in Eng- 
land to fhew for their Inheritance , their Title 
will not hold. 

2. ‘And might not right have been falfly plead- 
ded or ufurped by a counterfeit Jew ? Or the 
children of fuch ? Or the children of Apoftates? 
who yet were born of Abrahams feed, andinthat 
Land? Whatfoever they were that Netemizh ufed 
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feverely, I am fure Achanschildren, and the In- 
| | fants of the Cities that were to be confumed for | 
| @ ‘Idolatry, loft their right to life and Church-mem- 
FF berfhip at once by their Parents fin: And God § 
might if he had pleafed, have continued the Life 
of Apoftates children , without continuing their 
| Church-right , Or Apoftatesmight (and no doubt 
multitudes did ) efcape the juftice of the Law 
through the fault of Magiftrates or people, and 
yet have notrue Legal Right to Church-member- 
thip for themfelves or Infants ( born alter): For fF 
he that hath loft his right to life, hath loft his 
righ ( or may do ) tothe priviledges and benefits 
“ He addeth [ yet I grant, they had a right 
they had it by Gods dona- 


~~ 


—— 


in it, that is, t 
“tion. | 

' Reply. And was it not a Aforal Donation then, 

if it gave Righe? You will be forced thustocone 

fute your felt, 

| ~“Mr. T. Ic feems tome not true, that the na- 

Y “ture of the benefit of ‘Infants vifible member- 

| | “fhip confifteth in a right to further benefits. 

Reply. Yet he giveth notaword to telluswhy 
he thinketh fo.’ If we are at this pafs about Re- 
lations and Right in general, no marvail if Jn- 
fant Baptif{m go for Antichriftian.: Doth not 
the Relative fate of a Citizen, or of the mem- 
ber of any priviledged fociety,” confift in his ftate 
of Right to the Benefits:; Priviledges and Com- 
munson Of the Society, and an- obligation to the 

duties of a member, to the end he may have the 
benefits, and the Sociery the benefit of his mem- 
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berfhip and duty 2 A conjunction of Righe 
) and oblsgation conftituteth all fuch Re- 


lations. But what thall we be agreed in tharare © 
ignorant and differ here? 

Next Mr. T. denieth the confequence, [ For 
“<a man may havea benefit without right. | 

Reply. 1. And yet juft now , Church-member- 
fhip sm Mrael was a thing that fone could ufarp, 
or have without right? 2. Butl faid [ no man 
can have a benefit from God againft bis will or 
without st: | And therefore if God give fuch a 
thing as Church-memberfhip which confifteth iz 
a Right to further benefits, he that hath it by Gods 
gift ‘haih itrightfully : Natural effects (as a prey 
to a thief ) may be faid to be given of God im- 
properly, by Phyfical difpofal, to him that hath no 
right: But right it felf cannot be given to him 
that hath no right; nor any thing elfe, Relative 
or Natural, by Gods Moral or Covenant dona- 
tion. 

** He [ conceiveth it to be very erroneous that 
“¢ vifible Church-memberfhip is given out of di- 
‘< ftributive Juftice , for as Regeneration, fo alfo 
“‘vifible memberfhip are of bounty by God as 
<¢ Soveraign Lord, not of diftributive Juftice by 


_“Godas Judge. 2. That all thar any man hath of 


“© God he hath of debt, contrary to Rom. 4. 4. 
“3. That vifible Church-memberfhip is concei- 
“<ved as a thing offered, and to be duly and right-_ 
fully received — 
Reply. If Mr. T. and I fhall tire the Printer, 
and waft Paper, and trouble the world, with tel- 
ling them how many errors each of ws bold, i will 
D 4. 
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be an unfavory task, and I doubt it would be a 


much fhorter work for one of us, ( which ever 
it is) to enumerate the ufeful truths we hold, 
What I hold, be it right or wrong, I will tell 
the Reader as tothis matter. I hold that Gods 
Kingdom is to be confidered in its Conffstution 
and Adminiftration: The firft hah, 1. The efh- 
cient, 2. The Gonftitutive, 3. The final Caufes : 
And in the large fenfe it containeth, 1. Subjects on- 
ly by obligation, ( fuch as Rebels are ) 2. Sub- 
jets by confent, (or voluntary). The Efficsent 
caufe of the former is only Gods 1. Adaking 
them men, and Redeemed men quoad precinm, 


and commanding their fubjettion or confent. To | 


the effecting of the fecond isbefides thete required 
their Attual Confent ( Parents confenting for their 
Infants ), without which they are but Rebels, and 
have no right to the benefits of the Society. 

God being a King de jure before his Govern- 
ment ts Confented to, maketh a Law to man to 
command them to confent and be his voluntary fub- 
jets: To thofe thar confent ( as the condition ) 
he promifeth the intereft and bleffings of his Co- 


venant, viz. Chrift and Life . andthreatneth the 


privation of thofe benefits, and. forer punifhment 
to refofing rebels: He is Lawgiver and will be 
Fudge Of Non-confenters , called, Unbelicvers and 
refulers of Chrift and Salvation: When men do 
confent they areunder his further Adminsftring 
Laws. The faid efficient caufes are Gods AGi- 
ons, I. As Omnipotent Owner, 2. As Bene- 
factor, 3. es Sapiential Reitur. 1. According 
to the firlt, he gzveth us our Being and prefer- 

verk 
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which ts the condition. 3.And the penalty aforefaid. 


veth it, and inhim we Live, and Move, and Are. 
2. As our Benefattor antecedent to his Admi- 
niftration, he gave the world a Redeemer abfo- 
lutely, and reprieved the world and us, and gi- 
veth us all common Antecedent Mercies. 3. Asthe 
Rector de jure of. men not yer confenting, he ma- 
keth the Law of Grace abfolutely and antecedent- 
ly to any conditiun ( of makingit ) on our part. 
This Law hath the preceptive part, commanding 
confent ( faith and repentance ). 2. The Donative 
or promiffory part, giving us Chrift in Relation , 
and right to his prefent benefits, if we confent ; 


The Adminifiration of the Kingdom de jure, is 
the efficient of the confenting Kingdom:The Admi- 
niftration (or Actual Government) of the Con- 


fenting Kingdom, is by Legsflatwon , fudgement- 


and Execution. And the Legiflationis , 1. For 
the canftitution of the particular members that 
fhall from‘time to time be added: 2, And the 
Governing of them all. 

Now if God have made a Law that men fhall 
be received members of Chriftand his Church if 
they confent ( or Repentand Believe) and former- 
ly to the Jfraelires, if they be Confenters ( or 


their feed, who confent by them ) then itis an, 


act of diffributive jujtice of God as Fudge , to 
givethefe benefitsto Confenters: And to contra- 
diftinguith an aé of bounty unlefs he fay [ meer 
bounty | is intolerable. For God governeth us 
Paternally, asa Regent-benefattor : He never gave 
reward to a Creature, Manor Angel, which was) 
nota Grftastothe value of the thing,’ and a Re-| 

ward. 
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cipiends: It is madnefs to think that wecan me 
ric from God commutatively. And its little 
better to think, that bounty and diftributive jujtice 
may not confift, yea thar there can be any right 
quoad ordinem dsftribuepdi from that juftice , 
which is not guoad rem donatam from bounty. 
It is fad therefore that the world muft fee, that 
looking all how to make good an efpoufed caufe, 
fhould tempt fo Ancient and Learned a Divine 
to fubvert the Gofpel and all Chriftianity : For 
whac doch he lefs ? If he talk only of members 
by obligation, every living manis a member: This 
he meaneth not. If he talk only of Confentin 

voluntary Members, to fay that God 


eth none to be Chriftians, to Repent, Believe or 
Confent : To fay that he hath made no promife or 
Donative Att in the Law of Grace, that if you 
confent (repent and believe ) you {hall have uni- 
on with (rift and his Church ( or be members ) 
is to deny the very fumm of all the Gofpel, 
and Baptifm ic felf. To fay that God doth not 
as Fudge execute his own Law and promife , ¢i- 
vingethis union to Confenters, and denying it to 
Refufers, is to fay that he will not as a Fudge ab- 
folve Believers or condemn Unbelievers. O Rea- 
der, hate faction and partial difpures rhat can 
make men overthrow all Chriftianiry, not know- 
ing what they do, 

2. And Ais denying that wifole Church-mem- 
berjlip is a thing offered , and rightly to be ac- 
cepted, is the fame, even to deny that Chrij? in- 


ward only as to the ordo conferends CG ratiore. 


eth none to be fuch, is to fay that he command-— 
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witeth any Infidel to become a Chriftian, or ever) 


called or commanded Heathens to believe: or fent 


his Minifters to compel them to come in, that his 


houfe may be filled. 
~ But his flander that I fay al that man hath 


from God is of debt, is forged groundlefly. I fay 


God giveth fome benefits antecedently and abfo- 
lutely, and fome confequently on condition, bya 
Law: And none of them all are of debt as 2 
workman deferveth his wages with commutative 


juftice. 


It is his grofs error that vifible Church-mem-_ 
berfhip of Infants among the Fews was not a thing 
offered on condition of Parents faith, and to be 
accepted or refufed , but a ftate refulting from 
Gods fatt. He feigneth a Church to be formal- 


y quid Phyficum (ure| He that would not con- 
en 


fent to the Covenant was by A/a to be put to- 
death : And was not Circumcifion a covenanting act? — 
And did they not thereby profefs to take God » 


for their God ? or would God elfe have taken 


them for his people ? And would not renouncing © 


God have cut them off? And would their feed 
then have had any right for being theirs ? Indeed 
it is difputable how far fome Udnceffors, or other 


Proprietors might be a medium of right to fuch - 
Apoftates feed : but as theirs, thereis nodifpute. — 
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SECT. XXIII. 


¥ Am next to prove the tonfequence, thar 
: | [ this right was conferred by fome grant, 
promife or Covenant of God.||. And this is as: 
eafie as to prove that the world was made by Gods | 
power and efficiency on wall , or to prove that Godw 
the owner of all things, and no man Can recesve 
them but by his gift. a. If there be no. other - 
way polfible for right to be conveyed from God to 
ws, but only by bu grant, promife, or Covenant, 
(which we call donation, and a moral civil 
attion, ) then st uw by this means that it 1 con- 
veyed. But there w« no other poffible way of fuch 
conveyance: Ergo, we have no right till God give 
us right. wil fignified createth our right. 
Wo man can have right to that which is wholly 
and abfolutely anothers, but by bis confent or will. 
This will 1s no way known, but by fome figns of 
it. Thefe figns of [uch a will for conveyance, of 
right to 4 benefit, arc acivil moral attion, called 
4 donation or gift fimply. If the fign bein wri- 
ting, we commonly call it a deed of gift. If it 
be by word of mouth, conferring a prefent. right , 
we call it 4 verbal grant or gift. If it confer 
only a future right, we call it a promife, and 
Sometimes a Covenant. and fometimes the word 
Covenant fignifieth both , that att which gives 4 
prefent right, and promifeth a continuance of its 
Right being a moral or civil thing , can be no 
way conveyed but by a moral or civil altion.. A 
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gift that wat Rever given, a contradiftion. Sp 
that this partlof our controverfie is as enfit as 
whether two aud twobe four. | 
T. fible Church-memberthip is nota. 
Right , but of Being’; as to be ftrong, 
“ healchy, ‘which are not given by a 
“ civil moral gation , but by Providence of God. 
“aGing Phyfigally asthe Soveraign difpofer of 
-deny therefore that there is fuch 
Reply. Reader, it is not long of me that this 
- Learned Ancient Divine knoweth not what a 
Church-member is, or elfe what is the difference 
between Ethicks, or Politicks, and Phyficks, But — 
it is our fhame that a Preacher in‘ England fhould 
be found fo ignorant. God as the Fountain of 
nature, and Omnipotent Lord of all,. is indeed the 
firft Caufe of Besng and Motion as fuch: As a 
free Benefactor he-ts the firft Caufe of all our 
Good as fuch, And asa Sapiential Rector, and 
Benefattor conjunctly -( that is, by Paternal go- 
vernment ) he is the firft caufe of Righr. 

‘Being and Motion are the effects of Phyfical 
efficiency : vel Debitum’is the very formal 
effect or obje& of Moral Efficiency by a Rector, 
and the formal object of Ethicks. To bea (harch- 
member , is to havea flated Relation, confift- 
ing in Right to the Benefits and-obligation to 
the duty , as was faid before. He denieth this to 
be any Right, and to have any. fuch Civil-moral 
caufe as Right hath, but to be guid Phy/icum as 
Health, ftrength, Riches, and an anfwerable Phy- 
fical caufe. Let the fhame of this baits re- 
orm 
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Churth-memberfbip; by ace 


bere ‘ulfo explain the terms, word 


their children becimes the principles: of Eihicks | 
 Politicks, ot Governing. Orders Ic is a thame 
chat at 76. old any ftiould be fo ignorant 


SECT: XXIV.XXVi 


GD hath exprefly called that “alk 


Covenant or promife by which be 


this right: which we fhall more 


The fetond Propoftion to be proved , iss 
f shove was 4 Law or Preeeprof God obliging the ~~ 

arenes enter their children. into Covenant 
ing af his off er; 
ve-engaging them te God this is asebvi- — 
ous and eajie as the former. But. firft on in 


Law is fometimes taken more largely and un- — 
ly, 4s comprebending the dery immanent atts or 
the nature of God, confidered without any fign to 
veprefent it tethe creature, So manycall Gods na- 
bare or purpofes ibe Eccrnal Law: whichindeed 
és nolaw, nor canbe firly fo called, 2i It ista- 
re properly for [ an authoritative determination 


de debito conftiruendo- vel confirmando, } And fo 
st comprebendeth all that may firly 


law. Somedefine st, [ Juflum Tiajefatis oblig ans 
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the premiant part, and fome others: Sothat of 
Grotius doth; re moralium 

fligans ad id quod eh. ‘I acquie[ce in the 
firft, or rather in this, which is mor¢ full andex- 

ath. [ A law isa fign of ‘the Rettors will confis- 

suting or confirming right or dnenef. | That 

be aif n of the Rettors will de debito conftiuen-  - 
the. general nature of all. 
daws. Some quarrel at the word [ fign | becaufe 
is logical and not politicat: As sf Politicians . 

foould not fpeak, logically as well as other men ! 

There is a twofold due: 1, What is dut fromus 

( or any Retler ; ) and this is figmfed in 

precept and prohibition, ( or in the precept de 

agendoé non agendo.) 2. What fhall be due 

tous , aud this is fignified by promises, or the pre~. 
want part of the law, and by laws for diftrsbu- 

t¥on and determination of proprieties. eAAll bene~ 

fits are given us by God in a double relation, both 

a. Rettor and Benefatlor : or as Benefator Re- 

gens, or as; Rector benefaciens: ‘though amang 

men that fland’ not in fuch a *fubordination to one 
another as we do to God; they may be received 
from a mecr benefattor without any regent intea 
reft therein. The firft laws doevir the 
debisum or right: afterward theremay be renew- 

laws and precepts to urge men to the for- 

mer, or to do the fame thing: and the end of. 

thefe is either fullier to acqnaint the fubje& with 

_ the former, or terevive the memory them, or. 

to excite to the obedience of them: Andthefe do not 
properly conftitute duty, becaufe it was conflitue, 

_ ted before ; but the nature and power of the alt © > 
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is the. [ame with that which doth conftitute st, and 
therefore doth confirm the confistution, and again 
oblige us to. what we were: obliged to before. For 
obligations to one and the fame duty may be mul- 


tiplied. 3. Some take. the word. [law | in fore-. 


firained a fence as to, exclude verbal or particu. 
lar precepts , efpecially dircited but to or 


few men, and will only call. that a lawwhichis 


written, or at leaft a well known cuftom. obliging 
a whole fociety in a fated way.. Thefe be the 
_ molt eminent Tee of laws: but to fay that the reft 


are no-laws, is vain and groundle$, againft the 
true general definition of a Law; and jujily rejett 
ed by the wifeft Politicians. That which we are 


now to enquire after, is a precept, or the command— 
ing part of a law, which is be ten of Gods will 
obliging ws to.duty, | of which fig 
tersally feveral forts, as 1. bya voice, that’s evi~ 
dently of God: 2.by writing : 3. by vifible works 
or effects: 4. by fecret impreffes, as by infpirati+ 
on, which is a law only to himshat bath them. 
“Mr. T. affert, 1. There.is no fuch offer , 
** promife or Covenant : 2+ That though there are 
“precepts for Parents to pray fortheir Children, 
“to breed them up .yet they are not bound 
“to believe this, that upon their. own faith God 
“will take their Infant Children to be his.,. and 
“will be'a God to them, nor to accept of this 
“pretended offer. 3. That though Parents may 
“enter into Covenant for their Childpen 
“as Deut. 29, 12,, they do not by this make them 


“*pattakers of the Covenant or promife that God 
“will be their God. 


| Keply, 


ns there are ma~ 


3 
yal 
| 
| 
ef 
. 
| 


Reply. What'a deal of the Golpel and the 
Churches mercys do thefe men deriy ? 1: Thevery. 
nature of our own Holy. Covenant is, that in it \ ve 
sive upte God our felves and all thas is ours accords, 
sng to the capacity of that all, And asour Riches 
are devoted hereby as capable utenfils ; fo our Jn 
fants as capable of Infant Relation , Obligation 
and Right. What is it that a fanttified man myft 
not devote to God that is His? If you except Li- 
berty, Health, Life, you are hypocrites : And can 
you except Children? It’s true; this is but fo far 
as they are our own, and we fay no more: when 
they have a will to choofe for rhemfelves, chey 
thuit doit. 2. I have fully prayed Scripture com- 
mands for Parents to offer their/Children to God; 
and that fignifieth his will to accept what he com- 
mandeth them tooffer. And his promifes ro fhew. 
mercy tothem astheirs are plain and many, which 
I miuft not tirethe Reader with repeating: | 
Mr. T. addeth, That if ‘there were fuch a pro- 
mife and duty of accepting the pretended offer and 
re-enga ing yet this neither did then yor 
now nfants vifible Church-members.. 
Reply. Reader, are not the Anabaptifts dudtile 
men where they like, as well as intractable where 
they diflike, rhat they will follow fuch a Leader. 
as this ? Promife and a of atcepting and re-en- 
£aging agpravateth the fin of Rebels chat reject 
- but if thefe performed, even vifible mutual co- 


venanting, make not (burch-members vifible, what 
doth? You fee what he hath broughr the ancient 
and later Charch-memberfhip , Circumtcifion and 
Baptifm to? Ithink to nothing: As tormial Pon- 

tifieian 
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tifician Church-tyrants. when. they have mortified % 
fome ordinance, and turned it imo an Jmage, 
make an engine of it to trouble the Church, and 
filence the Preachers and ferious practifers of che 
Gofpel with. Thefe men make nothing of Church- 
chemberfhip, and then reftlefly trouble the Church- 
about it. - 
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R. B. His thus opened the terms | Law 
and Precept , | I prove the Propofiti- 
on thus, 1. If it Was the duty of the Uraelues 
to accept Gods offered mercy for their Children , 
to engage and devote them to him in Covenant, 
then there was a Law or Precept which made thus 
their duty, and obliged them to it, But it was a 
duty: Ergo, there was [uch.a Law or Precept. 
For the antecedent, 1. If it were not a duty, then it 
was either a fin, or ancutral indifferent attion : But 
it was nor a fin, (for, 1. It was againft ne Law, 
2. It. not reprebended ) nor was it indifferent, 
for it was of a moral nature, andergo , esther good | 
or evil, yea fin or duty: For \properly permittere | 
is mo att of Law, ( though many [ay it %,,) but 
4 [ufpenfion of an atl: and fo licitum i not mo- 
raliter bonum, bat only non malum ; and ergow - 
mot property within the verge of morality, 2+ If 
there be a penalty ( and moft terrible. penalty ) 
annexed for the non-performance, then st was A 
duty: But 'fuch a penalty was annexed ( as {ball 
anon be particularly fhewed) even to be cus of 
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his people, tobe putto death, &c. If it oblige at 
pocnath, st did firft oblige ad obedientiam : For né 
Law obligeth ad pocnam., bat for difobedience; 
which prefuppofeth an obligation to obedience, 
3. Jf st were not the {{raclites duty to enter their 
Children into Gods Covenant and (burch, then it 
would have been none of their fin to have omitted 
or refused fo todo: But it would bave been their 
great and bainow fin to bave omstted or refufed 
Ergo. Now tothe confequence of rhe major: 
There 1s no duty but what is madeby fome Law. or 
Precept as its proper efficient caufe or foundation: 
Ergo, if it bea duty, there was tertainly [ome 
Law or Precept that made it fach. eA mong men we 
Say, that a benefit obligeth to gratitude , thongh 
there were no Law: But the meaning is, of there 
were no bumane law, and that is becaufe the. Law 

Ged in nature requircth man to be juft and 
thankful. If there were nd law of God natural 
of pofitive that did conftitute it or oblige ms to it 
there could be no. 1, There 1s no duty but 
what is made fuch by Gods figuified. will, ergo, - 
no duty but what 1s made fuch by a Law or Pre- 
cept. For a Precept is she. fign of Gods. will ob-' 
liging to 29 Where 


no tran[grefion, Rom. 4. 15, ergo; where there” 
no law there “no for thefe are Contra-— 
ries: st 2 duty mot to pranigref the Law, anda 
tran{greffion not to perform the duty. which st ree 
guireth of use There is, no apparent ground of ex- 
ception, but in cafeof Covenants: Whether aman 


may not oblige bimfelf roa duty meerly by bis con- 
fem? I 1. may oblige himfelf an 
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dit, which be perform, or prove unfaith- 
ful and dijhoneft : but bis own obligation makys it 
not firittly a duty: ergo, when God makes a Co- 
venant with man, be is as it were obliged in point. 
of fidelity, bat not of duty. 2. Hesthat obligeth 
Leip to an alt by promie, doth occafion an ob- 
ligationto duty from God, becanfe God hath obli- 
ged men to keep thei® promifes. 3. So far as a 
man may be [aid to be bis own Ruler, fo far may he 
be faid to oblige bimfelf to duty , (that 16 duty to 
bimfelf, though the-att be for the benefit of ano- 
ther. )-bat then he may as fitly be faid to make a 
Law to bimfelf, or command bimfelf > fo that 
the duty ( fuch as tt is.) bath an an[werable com- 
mand. that I may well conclude, that there 
alaw, becaufe there a duty, For nothing but a 
tould caufe that) duty, nor make that omiffion 

of st fin. Where there law, fin is not ime 
puted, Rom, 5.13, But the omiffion of entring 
Lafants inte Covenant with God before Chrifts in- 

carnation would bave been a fin imputed , ergo, 
there was a law commanding it)’\2.° If it was a 
duty to dedicate Infants to God; or enter them in- 
to Covenant with bim, then either by Gods will, or 
without it : certainly not without it. If by Gods 
wall, shen either by bis will revealed, or unreveal- 
ed, His wnrevealed will cannot oblige for there 
wants promulgation, which i to’ obliga- 
‘tan: And no man can be bound to know Gods un- 


revealed will, unlef remotely it maybe long: 

bimfelf thar it mot to bintrevealed: If it 
Gods :revegled will that bec dblige} then there 

was fome fign vy ‘was, revealed. >And 


if 
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if there were.a fign revealing Gods wik obligin 
us to duty, then there was a law, for this us th 
very nature of the preceptive part of a law, 
( whichis the principal part, ) fo that you may as 
well fay, that you.are.a reafonable creature, bur | 
not a man, as fay that men were obliged to duty by 
Gods revealed will,, but yet not by 4 Law orPre- 
cept.. 3. We fhallianon produce the Law or Pre- 
cept, and put st ont of doubt that there was fuch 
thing... In the mean time I muft, confef, 
not remember that ever I was put. to difpute 4 point 
that carrieth more of its awn evidence ta fix 
the gain-fayer... And if youcan gather Difciples 
even among the godly, by pexr[wading them that 
there were duties without Precepts or Laws, and 
benefits without donations, covenants or promife — 
confirming them, then, defpair of nothing. for. the 
time to come: Tou may perf{wade them that there 
1s a Son without a Father, or any relationwith- . 
out sts foundation, or effect without its caufe, and 
never doubt but. the fame men will believe you , 
while you have the fame intercf in them, and 
ufe the fame artifwe sm putting off your con- 
Mé. T. wouldificht perfwade the Reader that I mean 
Reply. Long ago you that, 1. The Fe- 
males were not.circumeifed, 2. Nor the Males for 
forty years in the wildernefs,; And yet were all 
Qhurch-members by being Gods Covenanted peo- 
ple, Andfo was J/aelbefere Circumeifion. 
His terms of the. heffing of « Goofe,.and.the 
fnarling of a fuc 
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down th alfertion thar [ there mm 


and na promife or donation which 

net’ confer the betiefic. } This’ aver’'on 
jour Letter, where in 
ormer, you confef promtifer vo the tia: 
‘pofterity of “Gen: ‘andthe | 
made with at Mount Sinai, ‘and 
Dem. 29. 204 precept ‘of ‘Cirtameifion; and | 


and requiring them to ‘enter Govenant, | 
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Cireumcifior, ‘ds in my Book of Baprifin 
who knows wherber that exception of 
cilion: be conteffion of fuch 4 precept-or’ pres 
mile cafe of (ircumcifon?or if notswbat fenje 
bath 2) and what ‘you imagine that. precept ‘op 
promifeto be which I affert ? and before. the fenfe 
of your one fyllable [ fuch™) difcerned by trying 
@ whole volume, I doubt yon wil ma 
you lift of it, if you fhonla’ mean. tha 
precepts <tre as baie’ for. their 
the evouching ‘God. to be their God, rhe 
snto Covenant Circumcifion of Tnfancs, but noe . 
their Church-member{hip then, 1, 
the contrary she negative 
more fhall do anon. 3. 
t0~ the. precedene 
you mean. that. Church-memb 
Wel as ethers the 
Of thofe: promifes: or 
fants were, net 


fo 
Jet 
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further need to than. by 3 
sha doth not righe 
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enter them, is as groft a conttadiltion as ito fay, 
Sui bath not beat or light, and yet tray 


_ Mr. T. here coniefeth, 2. That the Jews were Gods 


Vifible ‘Church not barzly by Gods promife to them to 


be ‘their God}*but by the/r promife' to Got: Gods call 


then raade them: his Church, and their promsfe to 1 1B 


other acts made them /rbly 
Reply, Reader, is not all here unfaid again by 
this conceffion 2 Unlefs he will fay that this Cai, 
and Covenant, and Promife made them all a véfible 
Church, and yet none of thefe, but their birth and 
place tnadethem members? As if any thing made 
© Whole Church which made none of the Parts 


SECT, XXVIII, 


R. B. is next tothe fixth Qine tion, Whether 
indecd there be any tranfeunt fat, which 

withoyt the caufation of any promife or precept 
make the Mraelites Infants Church-members. 
bis you affirm if you would be under ftood: ) 
ether his your ground of Infants Church-mem- 
or mine be I bope will be no hard 

fer man ( of commion capacity) to 
ifcern.. By tranfennt fatt | thus fet as con- 
toa law or ey Jou 
wean the. att of Leif 
fame. other meerly 
ts tow. Pidiculous to 


Jot pit 


mings . 42 com 


both 
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concur, the one ftanding in.a [ubordination ta the 
other, Was there ever a Law or Covenant made 
‘gn the world any other way than byatranfeunt — 
fatt ? Sure all legiflation is by fome fignification 
of thé Soveraignzs will. And the making of that 
fign is a tranfeunt fatt, If it be by voice, is 
net that tranfeunt ? If by writing, is not the att 
tranfeunt ? If by creation it felf, the af istran- 
feunt though the effect be permanent. . And cer- 
tatuly if legiflation or _promifing be. your tranfe- 
unt fact, you do very ablurdly put st inoppofitsron 
to a law ( eae it being the makgng of fuch 
atlaw. A the legsflation. doth no way oblige 
the fubjett, but by the law fo made; nor doth the 
making of a promife, grant or covenant , confer 
rigt to the benefit which is the fubjett of st, any 
otherwife than as itis the making of that grant 
which [o confer it. As the making.of akpife 
doth not cut, but the knife made: and fo of other 
infiruments, So thataf the law oblige not, or 
the grant confer not., certainly the legiflation or 
promife-making cannot do st, I cannot therefore 
smagine that this is your fenfe, without charging 
you with too great abfurdity. As if you 
fay, is:not the will of the teftator, i.e. bit te- 
frament, that entitleth he legatary to the legesy , 
but st is the tranfeune fatt of the teftaterin ma- 
king that will: or it is not the Soverasgns.commif- 
fionthat antlorizeth dJudge, fouldier, bur st 
tranfeunt falt of writing or making that 
commilfion. It is not the fign fignsfieth but 
the tranfeunt fatt of making that fign. Were not 
this 4 contemptible arguing ? To charge youwith 
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were to make you tantum non unreafonable. 
And yet I know not what to fay to you, that is, . 
‘bow to underfland you. For tf you meanamecr — 
phyfical tranfennt fatt, which is no fuch legiflari« 

on or promife-making, then it is far more abjurd 
than the former. For if it be not a fign of Gods 
wil obliging to duty, or conferring benefit, then 
can it not fo oblige to duty, nor confer benefits. 
dt 33 no other tranfeunt but legiflation that 
can oblige a [ubjett to dury, nor any other tran. 
fount fatt but promife , or other donation, that 
can convey right to a benefit, or oblige the promi- 
fer. A moral or civil effelt muft be produced by 
a moral or civil aftion, and not by a meer phy- 
fical aftion which is unfit to produce [uch an als- 
em effett, and can go no higher than its own kind, 

What fenfe therefore I fhould put on your words, — 
without making them appear unreafinable , even 
much below the rates of ordinary rational peoples 
difcourfe, I capinot teh, For to fay, it is not a 
law but legijlation, is all ‘one as to fay, it is not 
the fundamentum , but the laying of that founda 
tion that canfeth the relation, or from which it 
adore refult. And to fay it is ag alien phyfical 
which hath no fuch thing as right’ for its 
fubje or terminus ,. to confound and 
morals, andto {peak the groffeft abfurdities , as to 
fay that the tranfeunt fad of eating, drinkgug , 
going , building, adopt an one to be 


your heirs muft needs think, rherefare, tilt you 
have Vetter gicared your felf, that you bave re. 
your felf as sll, and forfaken and deliver- 
wp your Canfe, as palpably 
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do, without an expref confeffion that it is naught. 
When men muft be taught by this obtufe {ubrsley 
to prove that Infants urch-member{bip needed 
‘no revocation, forfeoth becaufe their Church- 


member {hip was not canufed by a law, precept, pro-_ 
mife or covenant, but by a tranfeunt fait than 
which as you leave it, the world bath [carce hearda 


more incoherent dream, But I pray you remem- 
ber in your reply that you being the affirmer of 
this, mut prove st. Which I expect , when 
yon can prove that you can generate a man by [pit- 
sng or blowing your nofe, or by plowing ey 
ing can produce K ing? and Emperors. 

Mr. 7. Here Mr. 7. is at the old tranfeunt fact 
again: Let the Reader make his beftof it: I ac- 


Canine Scoptical Rhetorick regardable, 


— 


R, B. confideration of the feventh Queftion, 


I fhall confider the nature and effet? of 


the tranfeunt fait which you here defcribe. And 
firft f the reafon of that name. You [ay that you 
call tranjeunt’ | becanfe done in time and 
fo not eternal, and paft and fo not in congriuous 
Jenfé ¥eptaledble as a laws ordinance, flatuté, de- 


of the word? or a ft reajon 
of to the thing in band ? 


I think 


~ 


count it noc worth the reciting ; nor his title of — 


cree which determines fach a4 thing hall be for 
the fursire. And do you think. this the common — 
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pent atts, and yet not eternal. af 
We ufe to contradiftinguifh tranfeunt atts from 
immanent, and.that becanfe they do wranfire in fub- 
jetum extraneum, _ 
But st feems you take them here as diftint from 
nt. 
But ufe your fenfe as long as we underftand st. 
Uf it be only [ palt | attions which you call 
tranfennt | st*feems your long fait winch was 
fo many lundred years in doing , was no tranfe- 
unt fact till the end of all.thofe years ; and Jo did 
woe ( by your own dottrine ) make any Church- 
members till the end of thofe years. 
' “But, Sir, the Queftion is not, whether it were a 
tranfeunt that laid tbe foundation by legiflati- 
on or promife-waking , but whether the effect were 
- tranfeunt,or the att as it is in patiente : Whether the 
law were tranfeunt which wat made by a tranfennt 
fatt ? and whether the moral altion of that law were 
permanent or tranfennt?it being moft certainly fuch 
amoral ak that muft produce a title , or confti- 
tute a fe Gods writing rhe ten (ommande- 


ments in 
was net foon pajft, nor the moral ait of that. law, 
it. obligation. There are verbal laws, that have 
mo real permanent fign : and yet the law maybe — 
permanent, and the obligation permanent, becaufe 
the fign.may bave a permanency in efle cognito,, 
ana jo the fignifying vertue may remain by the 
Delp of memery, though the word did vanife smthe 


When 


ne was 4 fact joow paft, bat the law — 
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When you come to point out this tranfeunt’ 
individually, you fay [ it is Gods taking the whole 
people of rhe fews for bis people, | which youterm 
fail | as concesving st moft of the 
particular atts in many generations whereby 

be did accomplifhit.| 1,1 did not well underftand 
before that [ a fatt _] did fo vaftly differ from 
an { Ait, | as tocontain the atts ( rather thanthe, 

atts ) o entrations. 

This fait according to your meafure, 
even from Abrahams call out of Ur; but bow long 
st feems you are not well agreed with your pif. 
For inthe firft part of your Letter you enumerate - 
to the other ails that compofe this fatt [the 
bringing them into the bond of the (covenant at. 
eMount Sinai, giving them laws , fetling their 
Pricfthood, Tabernacle, Army, Government, Inhe« 
ritance: | But before you end, you change your — 
mind, and [ay | the Church-member{hip of the . 
Ifraclies began as I conceive with Abrahams call, 
and was compleated when they were brought out of 
Egypt to God, Exod, 19. 4._] But fure that was 
long before the fetling their smberstance. Tour 
fatt according to a iff account was about 437. 
years in doing ; but according to your firft opimi- 
on, tt was about 470. years long. 
If it were one individual fatt. of about 470 
years long that made Infants Church-members , 
then they could not be Church-members till that 
fat wae paft, For the is not before the canfe, 
or caufality of the. efficient, the relation canner 
before the fundamentum be. laid: and-it feems 
this long fatt was the laying of the fundamenrum : 
| But 
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But the confequent is certainly falfe ; for Infants 
were Church-members before the end or compleating 
your long fat For they were Church-members 
yor'l grant) when \hmacl and were 
cameifed. Ergo, it was not this long Fatt that 
"Sf you mean that it was not the whole, but fome 
| part of this long fatt that altually made Infants 
Church-members , then you would bave aligned 
_—— that part, when that was the thing defired, and 
which you 
ye 


pretended exattly to perform; or at 
sg leaff yor would not bave told us it comprehended 


And if each particular did make Infants 
Charch.members, or lay a fufficient ground of it, 


then it feems that it was done before the inftitution 
of Circumcifion. For Gods calling Abraham out of 
? Ur was before it. So that the Children born in 
bis houfe muft be Church-members upon that ; and 
4 fuffc 


| sent ground laid for hisown to bave been 
fuch, if be bad then bad a natural iffue: And it 
feems then that Ihmael was born a Church-mem- 
| ber many years before Circumcifion. 

_ “Ef this be your meaning, I pray jou be fo juft 
as to accept of the proof which I fhall 
you of Infants Church-membéer{bip before 
Abrahams days, if I make it appear to be uaé 
fireng as this call of Abraham from Ur. 
Uf ‘you fhould mean that fome one of thefe com- 

a atts fhould of it.felf make any Infants 

Courch-members, then it muft be any one ; for you 
no ‘more affirn it to one of them than to anether, 
(only fay | chiefly the bringing them from re 
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‘gypt: Bat fome of thefe atts particular 
it, leading to Padan Aram, rhe 
moval to Catiaan, te Agypt, placing, prefereing 
there, fetling their Army, Did any one 
thefe make Infants to become Church-members? 
Nay , [uppofe you mean that all thefe atts mu ft 
concur to make them members, (and fo that they were. 
no members till many hundred years after the in- 
Pitution of Csrcumcifion, ) yet could not your Do- 
ttrine bold good: For fome of thefe atts are of an 
alien nature, and nd more apt to canfe infant 
Church-member{bip, than a Bullto generate a Bird. 
What aptitude bath the fetling ef an Army tobe 
any part of the caufation of Infants Church-mem-. 
berfhip? None, I think, at leaft if st be fuch an 
eArmy as ours: For furely the fegling of oursean- 
fed no fuch thing, as you wellknow, What apti- 
tude bath the leading te Padan Aram, or removal 
to. Lgypt, to make Infants Church-members ? 
Nay, bow flrange it , that the removing. 
of Church-members , and [uch as had been Inq. 
ant Church-members, as lihmael, Keturahs chil. 
dren, Efau, muft caufe Infant Church-member- 
foip ? Sure it was no caufe of their ewn.. Ketu- 
rahs children were Chuxch-members in snfaucy : 
I enquire of you by what att they were made ? 
You fay [ by Gods fatt of taking the whole people of — 
the Fews for his people | whereof the att of removing 
Keturahs children was a - Very good. It 
feems then that removing Pom the Congregation 
of Ifracl a people of the- Fews, ua taking of the. 
remotedto be of that people: or_elfe. st 1s mot on- 
ly the taligng that people, but. alfo the removal, 
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st 
then. bow. 


ried the | : 


remémber te tell what it 
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ober: te: ake werk 
accoriling te. the frame you haya’ 
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the wife Lawyer in England ‘ever’ bes 
fore? Which: makes nie rhe lef wixrvel that 
f your opinion are fo the | 

dave fe cy will be of them for 


fd noching fad by Mr. T 
thar T think Readers trouble to reply 


The: principal thing ‘thar I woilld ‘ens 
yaire your great Comprebenfive 
trie. nature of it;-which you call Gods 
baking people of rhe ‘be 
| Dith' the word’ }*figaifie mewn. 
val fall; a b as dimong 


ave AAfwerable. objet? Which ‘be 
Ware were. per [ons the “Fews 
yours. © 4. then what 
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—cryphal Author inentiont of Habakkuk 
taken by. the bair of the.head, and carried by the 
of Pettage? If God appre- 
take of them that be Charch- 
members, we jhall beat’ 4 lof for our proof of 
their Church-memberfoip. But I canmet imagine 
that thes, your fenfe«, But what is then? Is 
it a phyfical attion though amoral caufation of 
fome phyfical. ffett ? Fhat ot cannot be: For st 
4 political. oF moral. that we enquire af- 
ter. It negeffarily remains therefore that this be | 
a pelitgcal moral taking that you here [peak of: 1 
And if fo, then the tranfenet fait you" of ‘ 
what that canbe, which Lay, Promife or 
Covenant this, cafe pray you 
were diligguce to sufarm and nog off 
mith the rap name of tranfenut fale oppofed to 


thefei.. Certainly, if it be acivsl or legal ation, 
the, produth ov. of jusor debuumi; fome 
due. or right: And that 13 tither, 1. Aduenefs 
of fomewhat. from. us, { which ss esther fomewhat 
to be dane, ar fomewhat to.be.given;) 
fomething toss, which iseither of good 
or evih:cdf good, itis ember by contratt or dona- 
tion ( whether by Teftament premiant Law, or 
the af evel, st $3 either by fome panal 
hae 5 or, voluntary agreememt : Now whith of 
st that your tranfeunt ta& producerh? To 
_ be a.member af the Church, is to be a member of 
‘4 Jogiety takang God in Chriff to be their God, 
and him for bis fpectal people. The at 


(68) 
which makes each member, is of the fame matnre 
with that whiok makes the focsety. The relation 
then effentially containeth, 1. Aright so the great 
benefits of Gods foveraignty over wen, 
and that favour , protection , provtfiun 
and ether blefings , which are due from fuch a 
puwerful and gracious Soveraign to {uch Subjects, 
and from {uch a Head to hise Members: As al- 
fo aright to my ftation in the Body, and to the 
snfeparable benefits thereof, 2. It containeth my 
debt of obedience to God in Chrift, acknowledged 
and promifed aftually or virtually, reaky or repu- 
tatively, Now for the firft, how can God be re- 
lated unto me as my God, or Chrift as my Savi- 
mm: and [ Ger as one that have fuch right 
to bim and his sy by any other way. than 
bis awn free ine be fig- 
nifeation of bis will: For bis fecret will is nota 
gift, but a purpofe of giwing. This way of gs- 
ving therefore ss by a civil or moral action , 
whith isa figmifying of the Donors will, and 
can be by mo way, Sei tither pure donation, con- 
trait, teftament , or law. In our cafe it muft 
netds partake of the nature of all thefe... It 18 
not from one in any equality, nor capable of any 
cbliging compenfation or retribution from us. Be- 
sng therefore from an abfolute dif-engaged Bene- 
fattor, ss mift needs be by pure donation, or it 
be ours. Yet as he is pleafed as it. were 
to ‘blige limfelf by promife, or by his word, and 
aljs to calt us to a voluntary acceptance, and en- 
agement to certasm fidelity, gratitude and duty, 
Me the fispulater, and we the promifers sn 
the 
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( 69.) | 
the latter part of the aldion: st 33 therefore juftly 
called a contratt or Covenant , though indeed the 
word [ Covenant | frequently fignifieth Gedi own 
promsife alone. As it proceedeth from the deah 
of the teftator (in natural moral-reputative be- 
ing, ) fo it is called a teftament. And as it is 
an act of a ruling Benefallor, giveng this bencfit 
to the governed, to promote the ends of govern- 
ment, and obliging to duty thereby, fo it par- 
taketh of the mature of a law. The commoncft 
Scripture name for this a@, ss Gods (covenant cy 
Promife, and fometimes bis gift, which all figni- 
fie the. fame thing bere. It follows therefore, 
that either by Gods { taking Mrael to be bis peo- 
ple") you mean fome civil political attion , as a 
Covenant, Promife , or the like collation of the 
benefit, ( and thes you affert the thing which you 
deny ,) or elfe you know mot what you mean, 
nor can make another know it , witbour the dif- 
covery of the grofjeft abfurditys And as for the 
other thing which 4%3 contained in Church-mem- 
berflip, the profeffed duty of man to God, st is 
moft certain, 1. That Gods Law obligeth us to 
that duty: 2. And obligeth all according to their 
capacities to confent te the obligation , and fo to 
re-engage themfelves : 3. That this aftual con- 
fent profeffed doth therefore double the obligation, 
And thus by a mutual contrait, Covenant or con- 
fent (whereof our part is firft required by a 
law,) 4s the relation of Church-memberfhip con- 
traited. . Now to lay by and deny all this, and 
give us the general pas name of { taking for 
Gods people 4 


is meerly delufory, feeing that 
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with rhe Hratlies, and gor with thém'tbrough ibe 
Red Seay do ‘bad been therefore ia 


“of “Chaldea’ inte Canaany 
thinte tare egypt, Wil ims 
dernef , ‘and theige Do you 


bers? 


ans nothing that <3 trae and 

for the Texts you cite, 
it. 20, 24, 26, ¥ King. 93. 
cut, 4. mentioned ot the moral of God 
which be them his people or took 


for bis , and founded the relation: but the 


ndtriral whereby he vhem from the 
Figyptiah Vindage and took, them ro bitifelf or 
for bis Yervice, ‘and out of thar land, 
wh think: fire they were bit people, and dl their 
nfants were Church. members before rhat raking | 
‘Werte OF a former Covenant-taking.* 
to Levi. 20.°God did perform | 
wit of feparaion for 1. By bis Cove- 
ant and'their, entring Covenant with bim. 2. By 


arion of their “odses frome others, le 


wal the firft that mide them bis’ 


people,” and 
rhe Left was 

only a fay our able with them ‘his be- 
loved, The fay “to the orbiter two Texts. 
Sare'you cunnot tink that corporal fepxration 
wakes a Chitrch-membér. What if an /Lgypti- 


42 that bad ‘no ‘in the Covenant bad paft ont 


Cha | ? ‘bad made no’ pro- 
or covenant Abraham or bis ‘feed, but 
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Then-if the Turks conquer. 
becaule fee yr 
was. 4, Chur¢b-member 
apd the Mracliigs in bes 
they werg. brought out s 46 as afters... 
aije Abt bere . not one of. 
thas pet intimation that Infant 
erguire anony whether they contain. any 
leat. tutimetinn that, Godby that. att 
vance of a people bis own, be layeth 


METCIE Se 115.454. 
1,50. will not believe yet, but ‘that you 


your? felf,,. that. the Ieaclites. and sheir Infants 


were as. truly Church-members Vefore’, ma afttr 
their deliveranog out: pf > and 
the, Texts you,cite, might put ont 

Whet 
«child. Jovtd dnw, and.called my Som out 
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Evangelsft applieth this text, and fo Jou may 
rove as Chriff was none of Gods Son 
be was called ont of Egypt, bit was made hjs 
Sen by that call, Certainly the termeth hin 
Son that’ was called, as being fo before that 
cal, By thig time 1 ap well content that any 
is waking man do compare your dottrine and mine , 
and try whetber it be fat, or a Lap. 
and Covenant . that made Infants and all other} 
and if t 


bey da not admire the 
4 learned man fhould harbour fuch a conceit 


ground, yea and thee ever erdihary godly people 
ie Jo blinded with 
then let them ft inthe 
dark... for { not thas font recover 
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R. By te is 
Speak the point. which: yon prepound- 


urge me to cite ular 
Covenant, anfwer thu? There 
forts of Laws’: one which firft A 
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q 
only call for obedience, and excite thereto 
-preferibe fomewhat as a means in ordér therennte. 
conld. foew you no written law or promife 
Sirf conftitueing the “duty, or granting’ the pri- 
~ piledge* Church-member ip, tt were not the 
difparagemint to my cause, as long can 
_ fhew you thofe’ following Laws’ which prefuppofe 
this. Tou’ know the Churcbof God did live about 
2000. years “without any written law that we 
of Where then-was Gods will manifefted 
ahout things as this >but in ‘tradition and. 
nature ? If Moles then “at the endof this 2c00, 
years did find this tradition;and find all theIn- 
fants of Charch.members in poffelfio# of th® be- + 
then what need be make’a-ntw' Law about 
it OF ‘why. foould God ‘promife iz ‘ac ew 
thing ? Tconfef if I-fhould find: by any new law 
promife that it did begin in Moles days , 
I fhould think, it fome abatement the fitéength 
of my caufe ( see? I think there would’ — - 
enough remam, ) 2. There ate (. yet )two 
» forts of laws: the one for the conftitution of the — 
Commen-wealth it felf , the other for the admi- 
nifitation or government of st when it is fo con- 
ftituted. The former art called by fome, Funda- 
mental Laws, as laying the frame'and form of ~ 
the Commer wealth; and the ‘quality of the mate- 
rial}, tcc,’ tbink, indeed, that tonftitutive of 
form of the ure fearce 
properly called Laws though ai they look for- 
‘ward, obliging to duty, and obibiting alterati- | 
on, they may. But if ithéy be not laws, they are 
fomerphar higher, and lay the al laws 
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and could nes exprelly be 
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can prove bat tt 

whit envalsdates the tbe. ould” 

fomemhat icmp. 32° We bave Full 

wae written word of Gad 


fulpcient., if We fetch st no ‘bj 


was 


the. morld, became Gevernour, and. 
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as 


was: performed by the firft Coptnant 
made esther in op upon mans creation, Thatfuck 
Covenant or proméfe of | felicity was: made 
God: to-innocent man, aimoff all Divinés agrees 
it ts vather implied than exprefjedin 
oles brief Hiftory; fome few cavillers do theres 
fore comtradiitus. But, 1+ The ¢oreaning of 
death for fin,.feems tesmply a promife of life 
he finned Ze eAnd the ‘Teflament afe 
fordeth ws divers paffages that yet plainlicr: prove 
| ty. whith: to-you recite.» Bur wherber 
this promife of life.were natural ( as the 
ming of death was; ) or only, pofitive ind wore 
wrbitrpry Divines are not agreed. among. them 
felves.. mys free and pofitive,) 
§ 


give this reafon, That God conld mot naturally be ob- 
or: the moft innocent or 
creature, nor-any creature meritof God. 
Thoferhae think, sv natural asthe threatning was, 
t's that God could mor be properly 


because be under noiLaw no more is’ 

dbliged-to pumifh, but only man obliged to 

fer of he And ats true that | 
noe firitily mens of “God: Bur yer, fay they} 

manwdy bave-w nathral aptitude for fach feli-| 

Gityy fo God ig. Yo dogood. 
according to the, capacity. of the and bis - 
oblige improperly ) in point of 


and well as bis word.’ So 
are thefe following, 1. Becaife 


| naturally prone. to do Good'to the yod, 
doevil tothecoily that %, toveward ato 


, 
7 
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Exod. 34. fbews. 2. Becaufe God making man 


with inclinations thereto, and giving him defires, 


God did in this frame of bis nature give bim ground 
to expelt fuch a felicity , if he Faned not. For 


act be barmonical: So that as Gods promife ss but 
a fign of his wil obliging bim smproperly in point 
of fidelity and immutability, fo, fay they, the na- 
ture of man was a fign of Gods will fo far engar 
ging him: So that ashe could not let fim go wn- 
pum|bed without fome breach.in the harmony of 


cold he deny to per feel man the objeét of thofe de- 
Nefires which he formed in him, So that although 
might have, made man. fuch a creature: a 
not neceffarily be, punsfred for evil or rer 

warded for good, that ss, be might have made him 


fary that he be governed as aman in regard 
felicity as well as penalty.. 3. Our Philofopbers 
and Divines do commonly prove the immortality of 
the foul from its natural inclinations to Godand 
eternal felicity. And sf the smmortality may be 
fo proved from its nature, then alfo its felicity 
in cafe of righteou{nef, I interpofe not my felf 
as 4 fudge in this controverfie ef Divines, but J 
bave meationed it’ to the end which J fhall now ex- 
. pre 


capable of a higher felicity, and princspling 


love, and other affettions for that bleffed end, even 
everlafting fruition of God, therefore they fay, 


elfe all thefe snclinations and affections fhould bave — 
been in vain: But God made not fo noble acrea- | 
ture with vain inclinations and affettions to atk © 


fallacioufly and falfly. Alfo Gods works would 


het fapicntial frame of admuifiration , no more | 


not aman, yet having fo made him, it ws nece{- 
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ar promife be natural or pofitive, that fuch a flate 
of felicity man was either sn.or in the wayto, or 


in part and the way to more. . And it is moft cere | 


tain, that man was made holy , devoted to God, 
ang fit for bis fervice, and that in this eftate ac- 
cording to the Law of bis creation, be was to 
sncreale and : It is mofh certain therefore, 
that according to the fre law of nature, Infants 
fhould bave been Church-members. 2. But sf their 
hg bold, that make the reward grounded on 
the law of nature, and not on a meer pojitive 
law, ( and you fee the réafons are not contempti- 
ble, ) then the argument would be yet more ad- 
vantagious. 3. But bowever st be of the title to 
glory or eternity, it is moft certain, that accord- 
sng tothe very law of aature Infants were to have 
been Church-members if man had The 
Text therefore that I cite for Infants Church. 
member{hip, as expreffing its original de jure, is 


Gen. 1.26, 27,28. [ So God created man in his ~ 


own Image ——— And "God bleffed them , and 
God faid unto them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and 
replenith the earth. ] Here you fee by the law of 
nature Infants were to havé been born in Gods 
Image*and in’ innocency, and Church-mem- 
bers... And note, that the firft bleffing that God 
pronounceth on mankind, is, that they propagate 
Children their’ own eflate, to be as the Pa- 
rents were, even in Gods Image. 


“Mr.'T. 1. If this prove their Church-memberfhip , it 
proves not their vifible Church-meimberthip. 


“Reply. 


prefs. 1. It is moft certain, whether, the reward 


WATS. 
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be then. be actually, vi frble Church-menbers ber 


Reply. Mark Reader, that Gods Law and blef; 


ide for the propagation of Adams feed in hy 
would made them when bora to 
be wsfible Church-members , though members? 
Whar not fo notorious a Law, and Covenant, and 
RBenedittion? No wonder if all Chriftians Infants 
muft be fhut out, if Innocent Adams Dave 
been fhur out? 
He adds, If prove 4. Law or Ordinance, yet wot 


fach a Law or Ordiwante as us in ‘queltion, which not 4 


paw or Ovdinace de jure, bat de event, that fo it 


fore admifios according to Mr. Bs dictates. | , 

. Reply. Alas, poor Readers, chat mutt be thus 
wearied { 1 know nothing that this Law or Cove- 
nant givethbut a Kéghe to reat benefits thar 
have anfwerable caules.: know no Right ‘given 
but ic is eventually given; nor received-byt it’s 
eventmally received. Admiffisn is an ambiguous 
word ; My dictates as he calls them, are 1. That 
Gods Law obligeth perfons to devote themfelves 
and their Infants to God; by. confenting to his Co- 
wenant for themdelves and them; 2. And to do 
this if they have opportunity in the folemn, Ba- 
primal’ Covenanting Ordinance: 3. And in his 
Covenant or Law of Grace hé promifeth to accept 
them, and fignifieth by confent.toshe mutial Co- 
venant : which is. antecedently to their confent, 
but 2 conditional confent or Covenant, but confe- 
quently actual, 4. That accordingly natural in- 


_ tereff only is not the Reafon why a Believers Child 


ss a Church-member , mezerly becauf: he bis: 
But God having given him power and obligation - 
alfoto difpofe of bis own Child for the ends of bis 


Creation 
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Creation and Redemption, a 


initially wpon beart-confent’ by 
upon Sacramental confent i you 
méan by Admiffiens 

yerat it wor a Songer rh as Mr. B, 


ferteth 
Replys. Mutt ifuch dealing as” chit: ‘20 for an ane 
fwer ? What's the difference 


cin ch by nature, 
Replys You aré hard pur ‘Wir. do! by 
fir inftance thew: you and. when the Or» 
wis firft made. ¥ leave it toany impart 
Chriftianswhether I prove not certain, that 
God in ature making maniin his own Image 
with an [ Increafe and Mulsiply | fignifie not 
that d have’ been: ily to him, if 
Adam bad: nor finned: and fo have been : mcm: 
bers of the (harch or Kingdom of God. 
‘many go'fo much’ furthér’, 4s to affert 
truth, that had ftood nay but i in chat one 
temptation ; yea fay’ fome, ‘had he bur once loved 
God ) ~all bis pofterity had’ not been only ‘born 


Holy, but confirmedias ‘ibe Angels: Teannot prove 


that: but I can prove that they had been born ho- 


ly had. not Adam finned, and fo had been vifible 


members, And if fo that’ God did found In- 
fant memberfhip in WVature, let awakened reafon 
think, whether Parents yer have not as much in- 
tereft in children, and children in Parents, and 
then whether Ged have ever reverft this natural 


order ? 
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order ? Yea whether he hath sot all along cons’ 


firmed it ? It feemeth our of doubt to me. 
I’ know chat Parents and Children now are 


corrupt : but withal upon the promife of 2Res 


deemer, [ an wniverf{al conditional pardon and 
gift of life in a Covenant of Grace took place } 
Let them it that can, anddare. And it in- 
_ simateth.ne change of Gods will as to Infants 
 conjuntt intereft with their Parents. | 
He faith that | the Church by Grace is only 


Elettion and Calling , not birth. | 1 would defire 


him if he can, to‘ ted me, whether both Cain and 
eA be} were not vifibleChurch-members in Adams 
family ? And whether none but: the E/eé are vi- 
fible members? And whether God-cal not them 
that are wifible members to that flate?: 
C af this Law be in force all are bora without 
Reply. The Covenant of Innotency is fiot in 
force; but yet I may tell you what it was while 
it was in force; and that Infants viftble Churches 
memberfhip was foundedin Nature and that Law 
at firft: And therefore though our Innocency be 
loft, Parents are Parents ftill, And if God change 
not his order therein’, are as capable of confenrs 
ing to Grace for their Children, as they were of 
being innocent for them. 
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"SECTORAL VI. 
R: B, next Inftitution of Infants Church- 
memberfhip, was at the fir ft proclama- 
tion of grace to fallen man, or in the firft pro- 
mife of vedemption to finners, in Gen. 3. 1§: 
[ And I will put enmity between thee ‘and the 
woman, and between thy feed and her feed; it 
fhall bruife thy head, and thou fhalt bruife his 
heel. _] £ wil prove that this fundamental Cove- 
nant of grace or promife' doth declare it to be the 
iwill of God that Infants fhould be Church-mem- 
bers: eAnd to this end, let us firft confider what 
the words exprefly contain, and then what light 
may be fetcht from other Texts to illuftrate them: 
It being a known rule, that an Expofiior muft mot 
turn univerfdls into fingulars or particulars, nor 
refrain and limit the Scripture generals, where 
the word it [elf or the nature tbe doth 
nat limit’ them, I’ may well conclude shat thefe 
things following are comprehended in this funda- 
mental’ promife. 1. That the Devil having plai- 
ed the enemy to mankind, and brought them in- 
to this fin and mifery, God would not leave them 
remedile/s, nor to that total voluntary {ubjettion 
to him as he might ha e done: But in grace or 
undefervea mercy would engage them in a war 
againft him, in which they that conquered fhould 
bruife bis head. 2. That in this war the Lord 
Fefus Chrift, the principal feed, is promifed to be 
oxr General, perfect nature fhould 
G An 
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and bis perfect life expref a pede cnmity agsinft 

Satan, aud who fhould make a perfect conqueft 
over 36 The Lord Fefus is promifed to do | 
work, as the womans [ced, ana fo as conceived 
of ber, and born'by her, and fo as an Infant fir, | 
before he comes to ripencf of age. So that bere 
an Infant of the woman 1s promifed to be the Gent. 
val of this Army, and Head of the Ciurch. This | 
4s moft evident: By which God doth fanttifle the 
humane birth, and the Infant flate, and «ffure um 
that he doth not exclude now that age from the 
redeemed Church , which he admitted into the 
Church by the laws of creatioi. For the firft 
promife 1 of an Infant born of the woman to be the 
Head of the Church, and growing up to maturt- 
ty, to dothe works of aHead. HadGod excluded 
the Infant ftate from the vifibleChurch he would 
net huve made the Head firft an Infant. Where 
mote, t« That Chrift is the great exemplar of bu 
Church ; and in things which be was capable of, 
he did that firft in bis own body, which he would 
after doin theirs, 2. That the Head é a Mem- 
ber, even the principal eMember, one of rhe two 
parts which conftitute the whole. As the parsim- 
perans and pars fubdita do confticute each Com- 
mon-wealth, So that if an Infant muft be a mem- 
ber eminently fo called , then Infants are 
not excluded from memberfhip, but are hereby 
clearly warranted to be members of a lower néa- 
ture. If an Infant may be Soveraign, no doubt he 
may be a Subjett. If an Infant may be the chief 
Prophet of the Church, then no doubt but Infants 
may be .Difciples. If you frill harp on the old 


firing, 


| ‘i 
| 
if 
| 
| 


firing, and fay; They are no Difciples that learn 
not, you may as well fay, He is no Prophet that 
teacheth not. And if you will openly deny Chriftin 
Infancy to have been the Prophet of the (hurch 
qT will undertake to prove the falfhood ana vilenef 
of that opinion, as foon aw I know you own ite 
The “promife then of an Infant Head, doth de- 
clare Gods mind that he will have Infants mem» 
bers, becaufe the bead ws the principal member: — 

Mr. 7. The thing to be proved is a Law or Ordinance 
of God unrepealed, ——-- | | | | 

Reply. The thing I am todo , is to fhew youl 
when and how God inftituted Infants Church 
flate, And that he never had a Chureh on earth 
that excluded them : And particularly to thew youi 
that they are included in the firf* edition of the 
Covenant of Grace made 40 Adam, which is 
perfected in a fecond edition, but not repealed. 
This I think I have dones 

Mr. 7. addeth that It will nor hold from Chrifts. Head- 
fhip in {nfancy, It ts.nor declared in Scripture, 
and foameer phahcy: 2. Then an Infant in the womb 
fhould be a vifible member,, becaufe chen Chrift was Head 


bf the Church : 3. Thenan old man fhould riot. be a mem- 
ber: for Chrift was not an old man, | 


Reply. 1. Jreneus thought it would hold who gi- 
veth this reafon of it; And I leave the Reader ta 
confider whether the words cited prove it not. 
Sure Iam, it greatly fatisfiech my judgement, 
that God hereby declared his will to include In- 
fants in his Church vifibly, For the Head is.a 
Member, eventhe nobleft : Therefore one Infant 
is confefled by you to be a wifible member of the 
Church ; And if one, bi be incumbent on you . 

to 
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54 | 
to prove the reft uncapable or excluded. Whiel 
I read that Chrift came nor intothe world at the 
ftature that Adam did, but chofe to be an Infant, 
and to be perfecuted in Infancy, and to have In. 
fants murdered for his fake firjt , and to invite 
and ufe them as he did, it is not the fowling over 
of your wearifom dry denials and confident abfurs 
dities, that will perfwade me that Chrift fhurrech 
out all Infants, And I am fure that the inftance 
confuteth your common exceptions againft Jnfanrs 
As thatthey are not Difciples becaufe they learn 
not, which yet they may be m the fame fenfe as 
— Chrift was their ~Mafter in infancy when he 
Taught not: And that their Jnfancy did not inca- 
paciate them to be in Covenant with God, tobe 
Chriftians , to be Church-members , &c. Chrift 
fhewed, in that in Infancy he bore all the Counter- 
relations, and was in the Covenant of God as Me- 
diator : andthat (as far as we can judge ) only by 
a virtual and not actual cenfent ( in his Infancy 
and humane nature) to the Covenant of media- 
tion. 


_Mr. 7. faith, | Thenan Infant in the womb may be a Chureb- 
member 

Reply. Yes, inthe fame fenfe as Chrift in the 
womb was the Churches head: not by the folemn 
Inveftiture of Baptifm, bat by Confent : For be- 
lieving Parents do dedicate their children to God 
meentionally when they are in the womb: But 2 
man would think that you your felf fhould ac- 
knowledge thar this dedication and fo the vifibi- 
lity of memberthip, hath its Pradations to per- 
| fection ; Are not your profelyres vifible members in 

one 
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one degree, when they openly profe/s Chriftianity 
( as Conftuntine did ) and in a further degree when 
baptifed ? The intereft of your opinion puts frivo- 
lous reafons into your. mind which a child might 
fee through, 

addeth, Tien an old man {hould not be a 
ber. | 
Reply, Could you think now that ba: did n 
cheat your poor Reader, if partiality had not fhut 
one of your eyes ?. Ir will follow, from the affirmas . 
tive, that fucha ftate of life which Chrift under- 
took is lawful, fuch words which he fpoke, fuch 
decdsswhich he did are lawful, becaufe be didthem 
( being not proper to the Mediator; ) But will it 
thence follow from the negative, that no calling, no 
thoughts , no words, no deeds-are lawful which 
Chrift ufed not ? A fingle manthat hath no Wife 
or Children may be proved capable of Church- 
memberfhip, becaufe Chriftthar was fuch was the 
chief Church-member,that is, the bead : But will ic 
follow that a married man.therefore may be none ? 
Chrifts example will prove that a child of God 
may feem forfaken, may becrucified as a Male- 


factor: bur not that wo other are Gods chil- 
dren. 


' Mr. I deny not that Chréiftin infancy was head of the 
Church, nor that he was the Prophet of the Churchin Infancy, 
underftanding it of his being the Prophet habitually and by te 
fignation, nor that be in fome refpect, to wit, of Rule ana pro- 
te‘tion, was the bead of the vifsble Church, even of that part 
which is not elect: yet I deny that in vefpect of that union 
which makes any members of his body, in the Scripture ac 

tions which as by his (pirit, be is the head of that pars 
the viible Church which is not elec. 


G 3 Reply. 


é 
= 
ar 
4 
5 


~ 


= 


— 


= << 


| 


> - 
— 


with thefe conceflions ? Mark Reader, that he 
granteth that Chrift.an Infant was the Churches 
bead, and thus far ashe mentioneth of the Church 
vifible, and that he'was the Prophet of the Church, 
bedaufe he was fo habitually and by defignation: 
Why, even fo ir is that we fay an Infant may be 
a Member, a Difciple, a Chriftian habitually and 
by defignation, (though I would ufe a fitter word 
here than habitually: ) If this much be a reafon 
for the denomination in one, why not in the other ? 
Yield Sir, or be not angry wih Mr. Garaker. 
- 2. And then what brought in your denial of 
| member{bip to the non-eleft ? Would you 
ave made your Reader believe that it was any 


thing to the queftion? And when will you prove _ 


that neither 1 Cor. 12. nor any other Scripture 
calleth thofe members that have but fuch com- 
mon cifts of the, [pirit, as tongues, miracles, pro- 
phecie, &c. rejected Matth. 7. 23.° And that 
Chrift never talkt in John 15. of branches in 
bim not bearing fruit , aud fone cut off from 


‘ bim and withered. 1 am fure it was a whole 


Church vifible that had carnal contentious wrang- 
lers againft the Apoftles in it, and men that were 
drunk at the Lords fupper , ec. of whom Paul 
faith 1 Cor. 12, 15,18, 20,22, 23, 26, 27. that 
they werethe Body of Chrift and membersin par- 


_ teuldr, and common gifts are mentioned as their 


Character. 


Mr. T. That the humane birth and infant flate ix fanéti- 
fied ( by Chrifts not true: for thence would be holy to 


. 


Reply. 1. And will not the Reader be farisfied 
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Reply. 1 deny your confequence. There are 
fevéral caufes. concer to the fame fanttification : 
Chrifts Birth and Infancy are tut a remote Et 
raratory caufe, powertul fanctification, which 
is ever to indicidwal per(ons ; as all things are 
pure tothe pure , and when they are capable fub- 
j-@s , by natural exiftence and Parents confent, 
then from «ll the caufes sogether refults the holinefs 
of chat ftate ; As Chrifts death end merits fanci- 
fie us, but.not immediately nor alone, Burt Di- 
vines ufe to take this word [ faxthfying | in an 
initial preparatory fenfe, as it fignifieth the making 
of fuch a thing or ftare fit for boly ufe: As Tem- 
ples and Ucenfils are faid to be fanctified 
defigned to be ufed bolily ( before the ufe,) Bur. 
muft they th:refore be fo ufed by all? No, but 
by the Prie/ts and Wor{hippers ? Sothey ufe to fay, | 
that Death and the Grave are Jantlified by Chiff 
How ? Not to all, or any ofthe ungodly: But the 
curfe 1 taken off, and they are hallowed for the 
holy advantage of the faithful, So is it as to his 
Birth and Infancy. 

Mr. T. Nor dol covceive any truth but falfhood 1n that 
fpeech [ Had God excluded the Infant ftatc from the vi- 
ible Church, he would not have made the Head fir(t an 
Infant \ For this. doth {uppofe this the only end ov chief 
énd and more in Gods eye than the faving of fin- 
ner's 

Reply. Wprove that grof falfhood to be true, 

That fate or age which God vifibly included 
and aktually made the chief vifibleChurch-member 
in, be did not exclude from the vifible Church : 
But the Infant flate God vifibly included, and 
Gee attually 


7 
4 
: 
a 
e- 
~ 
~ 
> 


allually made the chief vifible Church-member 
Therefore the Infant flate God did not exclude 4 
from the vifible (aurch. 
~The reafon of the Major is becaule to- include 
‘anid exelude are contraries. The Minor he con-_ 
feffeth. If he fay that it may be included and ex- 

cluded in feveral perfons, I anfwer, “I dere {poke 
but of the State or Age of Infancy as fuch , to 

rove that qua tali# an Infant is not excluded: ' 

For if gua tals, then it will hold ad omnes 

and then (hrifthad. been excluded: And 
‘therefore the Age is-not excluded as fuch, if 
cluded in one: For it muft be a total exclufin : 
And thetefore if he will prove our Infants exclu-_ 
ded, it muft not be gua tales as Infants , but for 
fome other reafon, (when he cn findit ) and fo 
the Age or ftate is not excluded. 


2, But what man elfe could have gathered, that . 
then this muft be the only or chief end , and more 
sn Gods eye than the faving of a finner ? 1s there 
any more included in the affertion than bafely that 
[ God world not .bave made an Infant the chief 
member. sf he would bave excluded Infants as In- 

fants? | Who c.uld hence have found out that. 
God hath various degrees of intention ? And we — 
muft difpute which 1s chiefly in his eye > and. 
that this was only or chiefly in his eye ‘giore than 
[aving finners, them difpute what 

an. Gods eye, that can beter diftinguith of thofe 
volitions Which are all but his fimple éffexce, but 
let them. do it on bettér reafons than thefe, 

Mr. 7. I dény that € hréft as man in infancy was the Prb- | 
pet of b& Church and exercito’: Let Mr. 


when. 
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wbén be will affault, there will appear in bis comtradsétion 
vilenep and manifold falhoods. 
Reply. That ‘one little [ and | was cunningly 
put int to bring you off, by raksn and 
exercife conjunttly: But are your followers fo cri-. 
tical as to difcern the knack? 1. Neither do we 
fay that Infants are learners in allu exercito . 
and fo whatis this to the matter 2 2. But Reader 
I can prove to thee if thou be impartial y though — 
not to Mr. 7. that it is neither nor falfe that 
Chrift in Infancy was the Prophet of bis Church 
vifibly, ( though not ém exercito: ) 
"That which was declared by Angels from Hea- 
‘yen, and by revelation to eMary, Zacchary , 
Anna,Symeon,and by Prophecie by them to others, 
is to be called’ vifible ; Bur that Chrift. was the 
Head and Prophet of the Church, ( habitually’ 
and by defignation as Mr.T. calls it ). was thusde- 


Mr. T. And for bis dnference , If an Ixfant may be the. 
chief Prophet of the Church, then no doubt but Infants may~ 
be grant both: and yet deny that Chtit was vi fi- 
bly, audibly, in exercito,in bis infaney in bis humane 
nature the Prophet of bis Church, or that aay Infants are attu- 
ally Difciples vifbly, till they bear the. Gofpef and profi the 
faith: Nor am I a/hamed ‘to avtr that be is no Prophet that’ 
prophefieth not, that thty are no Diftiples that-learn note 


Reply. Reader'thou art not the perfon that 
write for, if thou perceive not here his caufe no- 
torioufly given up, and yet a noife, of words ufed - 
fhamefully to hide what he is forced to confefs, 

1. He, granteth both thar ax Infant may be 
(and was) the chief Prophet of the Church, and. _ 
Infants may be Difciples. 2. This is #tharwe 
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difpuce for which he exprefly granteth. 3. He 


denyeth the faid Relation ules as atta exercs- 
to, and fo do we, that is, thar Chrift chen pro- 
phefied , and Infants learn or believe. 4, He. 
talks confidently in this denial , as if he would 
have fools believe that this werethe difference, and 
we held the contrary. Buthe ts fain to jug- 
gle in the word [ audibly | joynedto [ vsfibly J 
for a paltry fubterfuge, that if we prove Chrift 
uifibly the Prophet, we may not prove him audi- 
bly fo. 6. Yet it is fuch a | wsfibility | as 
[ maketh one known | that he’ had in hand, and 
before denied : | ashere but if you 
prove that Chrift was vzfibly the Prophet, he 
can fay [ but not audibly | if you prove thathe 
was audrbly fo, in that Angels and Prophets 
dibly declared it, he can fay Fed not in attuexcr- 
cito | and by bis own Prophefying , which none 
denieth. 7. And yet in the end heexprefly with. 
out diftinction denieth him tobe any Propbet that 
Prophefieth not, or them any Difciples learn 
| not, when he had i” terminus granted the contra- 
i" ry. before, and muft needs therefore grant and 
} | deny by diftinction, In fumm, our caufe is ex- 
| prefly granted us (and expreflydenied ) we plead 
for no other kind of memberfhip to Infants, but fuch 
as Chrift had, nor for any other fort of esfibility, 
than the vifibility of their being the feed of per-_ 
fans confenting to Gods Covenant, and Gods ex- 
preffed will in his word, that they fhould be of- 
fered to him by confenting Parents, and that he 
pi accept them, and did conditionally fir con- 
ent. 


. 


- 


SEC 


‘ 
| 
| 
j 
j 4 
‘ 


— 


a 


(91) 


— 


SECT. XLVII, XLVIII. 
R. B. the war here proclaimed, and the 


General or chicf (ommander confti- 
thted, fo next here « a natural enmisy put into 
the whole [eed of the woman, or humane race, 
agasnft the whole feed of the Serpent that then 
was, or the Diabotical nature, This plain both 
in the Text,and in the cxperience of the fulfilling of - 
it. inthe infirumental ferpeut, it 1s the whole 
ferpentine nature, that bath an enmity to the hu- 
mane nature, the whole humane nature tothe 
ferpentine nature , they being vinemous to us, and 
we abhorring them as vencmous, and as {uch ag 
our lives are in danger of : fo 1s it the wholehu- 
mane nature thet 4 at enmity to the Diabelical 
nature, Vide Mufcul, Calvin, Luther. in locum. 
men have naturally as great an abborrence of 
the Devil, as of a ferpent, they apprebend him 
to be their enemy, they abhor the very name and 
remembrance of him: If they do but dream of him, 
it terrifieth them, they are afraid of [ceing him 
in any apparition. If they know any temptation 
to be from him, fe far they diflike it and abhor 
st, though for the shing prefented they may che- 
vifh it. This ts not [pecsal faving grace, but this 
us a great advantage to the ork of {pecial grace, 
and to our more effettual refifting of temptations, 
and entertaining the help that 1s offered us againft 
them, when our very matures have an enmity ta 
the diabolical nature: we now look.on him as baa 
ving 
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ving the power of death, as Gods executioner and 


our deftroyer and malicious adverfary. if 


there be any Witch or other wicked perfon that 
bath contratted [uch familiarity and amity with — 
bim, as that this natural enmity us thereby over- 

come, that proveth not that it was not naturally 
thére , but that they by greater wickednéf ate 


grown fo far unnatural, §. As this enmity i 


eftablifhed inthe nature of mankind againfi the di. 
abolical nature , fo there a further enmity 
gally proclaimed againft the diabolical pravity, 
malignity and works. Vide Pareum in loeum, 
God will put an enmity by his laws ( both natu- 
ral and pofitive) making it the duty of mankind 
to take Satan for their encmy, to refift, and ufe 
him as an enemy, and fight again? bim and abhor 
bis works, and {> to lift themfelves under the Gene- 
ral that fighteth againft him, to take bis colours, 
and to be of his Army: And this being poken of 
the common world of mankind, and not only of 
the elett ( for it is not.they only that are obliged 
to this boftility and warfare ) bclongerh to each 
one according to their capacities : and therefore 
Infants being at the Parents difpofe, it is they 
that are to lift them inthis Army againft the ene- 
my of mankind, of which more anon. 6.+ Athird 
and higher enmity is yet bere comprehended, und 
that is an habitual or difpofitive, enmity againft 
the diabolical malignity, pravity and works, 
which may be called [ natural | as it is the bent 
or byas of owr new nature, This God giveth on- 
by to his chofen, and not to all. And st contain- 
eth not only their confent to lift themfelves in bis 


army 
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Against Satan, but fpecially and properly a 
hatred to him the Prince of ‘unrighteou[nefs , 
and a cordial refalution to fight again him and 
bss works aniverfally, to the death, with a com- 
placency in God and his fervice and fonldiers. 
Here take a fhort profpett of the myfterious bleffed 
Trinity. As God is onein three, and in his enti- 
ty hath unity , verity and goodue/s, and in his 
bleffed nature bath poffe, {cire, velle, power, wif- 
dom and love, fo as from thefe is he related both 
to his created and redeemed rational creatures, as 
abfolute proprietary, as foveraign ruler , and as 
gracious benefattor : As Lord of our nature 
be hath pus the forefaid enmity between the ha- 
mane nature and the Diabolical : As foveraign 
Ruler, be hath by legiflation impofed on us a fur 
ther enmity as our fi » that we {hould be lifted 
in bis army, profefs open hoftility againft Sa- 
tan, and hehe againft him tothe death. As Be- 
nefattor, he giveth fpecial grace to do this, to his 
chofen. As he is Lord of all.fo the fir ft is done on the 
natures of all: Ashe is Rettor of all, but not by the 
fame Laws ( asto pofitives ) fo he obligeth all to this 
hoftility, but not all as he doth thofe that hear the 
Gofpel: cs he is Benefattor be doth with his 
own as he lift, and makes a difference. If any 
fay that it 1s the fame enmity that is bere faidto 
be put in all, and therefore cp ag perfons in 
which st is pute, I anfwer, 14 There is no proof 
of either. A general command cr promife to 4 
community, may fignifie a difference of duties or 
gifts to that community, though that difference be 
not expreffed: For the nature of the [ubjett may . 
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that Chysft bimfelf have to. Satan, 


@f thik promsfe_or coutnant , proves the difference 
+ ‘before mentioned. «And it wellkgown, 1. 


room, and if each particular. be not largely laid 


~ 


“4. 


4 - 


of the fulfilling 


Moles fo concifc inthe Hiiftory of thefe mate™ 


And. that the myflerie of grace was. 
«ihe opened by degrees, and fo but darkly’ at the © 


ft , that it no. wonder if we find the whole 
Jumm of the  Gofpel here coucht up in fo narrow | 


open before our eyes. 7. That we may certainly 
knew. that this. promife fpeaks not only of the en- 


and doth not engage.a Geneyal_ without an army, 
God doth bere exprefly mention the. woman her 
fayine will put enmity berween thee and 
the woman fo that_asfhe flood in.athreefold res 


fpett ; here ber felf poffeffed with three» 


As fhe is of -bumane 


fromwhence allmankind muff fpring, {he 


with the natural enmity to the diabolical 


“mature, and this tobe naturally conveyed or pre- 
pagates. AS fhe was the—root 

 Republick. of the world, or, that rational fociety: 
God as Rettor would fapentially govern, 
and ber [elf with ber husband (who no doubt was 


the. great 


alfe sncluded in the promife.) were the wholethen 


exsftent race of mankind, fo did {he receiver 
gat enmity of obligation, which {he was traditw- 
mally to deliver down to all ber pofterity ,. besng 


ber’ felf bereby obliged to lift ber felf and all ber 


Anfane progeny sn the Redeemers army, again 
enemy , andio teach ber pojtersty 
te 


the like : For thus obligatory precepts wi 
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downs As fhe was one of the the 
favourites of Ged, the recesved the babitwalen- 
of And this’ vot im her 
\ power to propagate; though fhe may ufe fome means 
that are thereio’, and whether a promife 
any thing be made to ber feed % 
Of fuck means T will not now ftand to 
nor all that are poffcfjed withthe nata- 
enmity againft. the Devil bimfelf that are the 
‘Church of Chri fh: For but pre- 
parative. which all» Nor is ital that are 
obliged to ‘the further enmity -againft the worgs of 
‘Satan: But all that on that obligation are auely 
lifted in Chrifts army againft Satan { by the obls- 
ged perfon.) are vifble'members: 
by fanttification at ‘bearty enmity ( babitualor; 
attual) withthe Kingdom of Satan , are mem- 
vbers of the Church taled or invifible. 
I put as granted. 9. Thofethat violate this 
fundamental obligation, and ‘to their 
add a fighting azainfk Chrift anabis 
| Kingdom for Satan and bis Kingdom, 
- come ‘themfelves ‘the of ‘the Serpent: And 
though they bad natural enmity with thereft 
_ of mankind in general againft Satan, yet bave 
theréwithal the’ babitual “enmity again(g 
‘Chrift. This much I [uppofe as ont of controver- 
“fies But whether alfo rhe firft original corrupted 
‘nature it felf ( before any fin againft 


. 


«grate ) did contain an habitual enmity” again 

the Kingdom of the Redeemer Or whether 
fins of : later Parénts may propagate: this asan ad- 
“ditional corruption in our nature, will mot now. 
fland 
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ftand to difcufi Only as to our prefent bufinef ; 
st #3: certain that the general natural enmity to « 
Satan, may confift with an habitual frient {hip to 
bis ways and caufe, And though as men they © 


” may have the firft common advantage of mature , 
and. as {ubjetts de jure may be under the cominon 


obligation, yea, and as lifted in Chrifts army © 
may have many of sts priviledges, yet for the — 


enmity of difpofiion to Chrift, they may be under 


a greater curfé, 10. As st certain, that it 


is not only Chrift bimfelf that is bere mide the 


objet of this promife , and is bere called { the 


feed of the woman, | (as is before proved, and 
may be more, and is commonly granted, ) fo it is 
to be noted, that thofe others in whom this enmi- 
ty as put , are called here [ the feed of the wo- 


man, |and not the feed of Chrift ( though the © 


chief of them are his feed: ) And fo though the 


promife 41s made to none but the womans feed, 


und no exception put in againft Infants, or any 
age of all ber feed: Til you cam prove that In- 
fants are none of ber feed, we muft take this — 


fundamental promife to extend to Infants, and 
that very plainly, without ufing any violence with 
the Text. 

+ 11, Some learned men doufe no contemptible ar- 
guments to prove further, That the fandifying en- 
mity is here promifed to the feed of the woman 
as her feed ( I mean thofe that go the way of 
Dr. Ward , eAfr: Bedford, cc.) that is; 
that as the two former forts of enmity are put 
snto all the feed of the woman ( as 1s explain- 


ed) fo the fpiritnal holy enmity promifed ro ber 
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feed as fhe is a believer. 12. And fome learned 
men do accordingly conclude, that the impiety of 
Parents may do much to hinder their children 
from that bleffing more than by original fin 
‘they were hindred, and therefore their faith 
may further them. Of which though much may 
be faid,; I fhall fay no more , becaufe I will not 
fland on things fo much queftioned, 
M. This tedious difcourfe’ of Mr. B. is indeed fer- 
pentive —— 
Reply. hey that need a Reply to any thing 
here faid, fhall have none from me. 


| 


* 


R.B, Yo Come next to prove from other parts of 
| Scripture, That the fundamental pro- 
mife of Grace is thus to be interpreted as inclu- 
ding Infants. 1. If the fame (Covenant of grace 
when it 1s more fully and clearly opened, do ex- 
prefly comprebend Infants as to be Church-mem~ 
bers, then isthis fundamental promife fo to be un- 
derftood ( or then doth this alfo comprehend them. ) 
But the antecedent is certain, therefore fo is the 
confequent. The antecedent I prove from the 
Covenant of grace made to Abieahasn the Father 
of the faithful, which comprehended Infants for 
Church-members: The (ovenant made with Abra- 
ham comprebending Infants, was the fame with 
this in Gen. 3. but in fome shings clearlier open- 
ed. Which is proved thus: Both thefe were the 
Covenant of grace and free juflifieation by faith 
| in 


SECT.:-X LIX. 


the Redeemer t they. were, the. fants 
For shere.is but one. fuch..,.df Abraham-bad fome 

fpecial promifes addstional to the Covenant, 
that, makes,not the Geyenant, of free 4upiificasion 
faith diversi That, thesia Gene 
promife or Covenant, of grace and free 
fication is not denied, that I know Thasithe 
_promje to Abraham was, the fame, 4s evident 
from Rom. 4. 10, 1:25 
exprefly manifeft, that the Covenant whereof Cir 

cumcifion waste Abraham rhe Jeal, Cove- 
thant of free juftification ‘by faith 
felf being a feal of the righteou{neB of: faith 
whieh Abraham bad'y yer. being -uncircumesfed 
Ay that be might be the Eatber. of believers 
Teathe promife that he {hould be heirvofi the 
world was not made to Abraham or to his feed 
through she Law, but. through che. righteoufne/s of 
Gath... Now it is certainithat this Covenant feals 
by, Circumeifion and made to. Abraham and'bis 

_ Seed, did comprehend Jufants. The confequence of 
Wee Major then 4s evident, that the fame' promifé, 

expreffed more concifely, is to be expounded bythe 
fame expreffed more fully >And it is acknowledged 
that the light and grace wasitebe mamfef 
Mt. That‘the fimdamentral Promile of Grace,’ Gin. 3, 

iclude Jnfagts, was: never denied by mes’ and 
_ Shercfore Mz. doth bur waite paperand abufe me and 
Readers by: going about.co prove 


_, Reply. If we be really of one. mind, it ia pitty 
we fhould make men . think wwe .differ Mark.this 
Reader The fundamensal.promife of 


Grace 
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Gvace incjude Infants: +7 The Grace of that 
ife is’ our Union to Chrift and his 
, and the benefics*internal and ‘external 
pelonging to ‘Chrifts members: Do ‘you beliéve 
thar“our -dnion ‘with ‘the vifible Church fach 
“participation ‘in, its ptiviledges , is” of 

‘te Grace? 


Mr. This rdeny, that it includes all Infants, or ail 
of Belirvers , and that any tfant is made a vifiblt 


fomehing anon: I. That 
al Infatits are made Church-members ‘by did 
of us ever affirm? Thoughif the Parents dif- 
fent had» not hindred;-andtheir confent made 
‘them: and’ their Infants capable ‘Recipients > it 

would have beenall; 


of The Covenanr or Law of Grace we 
als fible ‘Church-member (hip conditionally to all*tbat 
bis “bear it. Deny this,:and you know not whatiyou 
of firft ask you, Doth nor the» Law of Grace 
ife, Promife) “give both myftical | -vifible 
the Chorch-memberfhip to-all that ‘hear irthat “are at 
red -age and bavethe ufe of Reafon? (1 {peak not of 
eft memberfhip in a particular Church whiehfome 
| may want opportunity to enjoy, but in the unt- 
verfals Deny this,..and deny Chrifts Go- 
ind fpels. Doth:he nor fay., Hethat believeth and is 
and fhall be faved whoever believeth thal 
not perifh —-———-' whoever will, ler hiw take the 
Ity water’ of ‘life freely He that cometh\o me I 
his willin no wife out: Go into the high-ways 


of and bedges; them to come it. 
Gods 
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Gods Law, Covenant, Promife or Donation © 
(call it which you had rather )} do contain a con- 
ditional Gift of Chrift, pardon and life to all the 
adult, (which it befeemeth none but an Infidel 
to deny, ) ask thy Confcience, Reader, whether 
this bleffed Covenant give no fuch conditional 
right to any, Jnfane in the world? Are they. alk 
excluded ?,And why 2? Arethey wor/e than their Pa- 
rents? If it give any Right to Infants conditionally as 
it doth to Parents muft be on acondition per- 
formed by the Parents, or fuch asare fo far 

Mr. T.’stalking of [ thenext caufe, Sole 
efficient | feem to me the words of a man that 
knew noc what to fay, bur was refolved that he 
would not yield : Sir, do you grant that the pro- 
mife maketh Infants vifible Church-members , as 
any caufe, mext or remore, foleor. 
If not, why cheat you your fimple followers by 
thistalk? Ifyou do, we are agreed, and why con- 
tend you ? If Logical notions are our difference, 
fay fo; Tthink as it is a Beneficial Relation, the 
Parents confint and dedication, and the childs being 
Theirs, are the difpofitio materia, called by fome 
canfe Receptive vel difpofitive: and that Gods 


donation is the fole efficient in which his dona- 


tive word (call it what you will ) is the Inftru- 
ment: This ts plain Logick. Bur you that pro- 
fels that your |Church-memberfhip is it felf no 
benefit ( and fo owe God no thanks for it, and 
yet make fuch a ftir abour it) cannot indeed 
hold, that Gods love or mercy, or Chrifts me- 
its, or the Covenant or Promife are givers of 
it to young or old: For thev give nothing but. 


benefizrs. 
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benefits, Be not angry to have your ablutdities 
opened, but before you.die be fober and reformthem. 

He addeth [ 1 grant that-the Covenant to Abraham sys 
theCovenant of Evangelical Grace , though mixt, and that ét 
did include Infants, and that they were Church-members, to 
mit, of the invifible Church of the Elect . - And that 
Abrahams Infants in his honfe were vifible Church-members, 
bat mot by vertue of. the Covenant barely as Evangelical, but 
by the tranfeuvt fad: and if tn any by virtue -of the. 
Covenant, it was by it as containing bouhoid ovr. civil 
pronifes, than Evangelical. | 

Reply. About 23 and 24 years of age I was 
my felf in doubt of Infant Baprifm: But had 1 
read fuch a Writer as this agazn/t it, 1 think he 
would have eafily refolved me for nt. 1. The 
Covenant to Abrahams farly was a Covenant of 
Evangelical Grace, he faith, ( And furely fo was 
thar to e4 dam, and Noe before. ) And it 
ded Infants, but only as Elettin the (burch in- 
vifible, But the conditional Promife or Cove- 
nant is confeft to include the WNon-cleft at ages 
And what! - Nene of them in Infancy? Reader, 
How canthis be called a Covenant, tor God oily 
to fay {| J will fave all fuch Infants as I clett | 
and yet offer Salvation to none of them in the 
world on any condition, nor give a urle to any 
perfon that can be known by themfelves or others? 
They confound the Decree of God with his Co- 
venant, If God had made no other Law, Pro- 
mife or Covenant, with the adult, but [ J will 
fave whom IJ will fave | who would. have taken 
this for a Law or Covenant? And what right or 
hope doth this give co Chriftians for their Chil- 
dren more than Pagans? 

H 3 And 


4 
\ 
Py 
4 


( 102 ) 


And, Reader, if God have given no condition — 
or character antecedent, as a differencing reafon 
or qualification of thofe that he will fave from 
thofe that he will not, but only told us that he 
will favewhom he lift, this maketh Infants no /ub- 
_ ge&s of his Kingdom, under no Law , and fo Jia- 
ble to no judgement, nor to ftand in judgement 
with the reft of the world, but only tu be ufed 
as beafts or ftones, by Divine natural motion as 
he will. And then, how can you fay Phar any 
Infants fhall be damned, or not faved >? Or that 
it fhall be one of a million at leaft thar fhall.. 
not? For if there be no Law that giveth Right 
to Pardon and Salvation to any one Infant in the 
world, and yet many are fived, it will follow, 
r. That God is-{as the prophane fay ) better 
than his word, and will fave many to whom ke 
never gave right to it by promife. 2. At will 
not the ungodly put in for the like hopes ? If be- 
fides thofe that Gods Laws condemn or juftifie , 
God will fave many ina neutral ftate, why may 
he not, faith the ungodly, fave me alfo? for In- 
fants once deferved puntihment by original fin: 
And if God pardon them without any reafon in 
themfelves, he may do fo by me. 3. Orarleaft 
he may fave all the Infants in the world for 
ought you know, that die in Infancy. 

And do all the promifes to the feed of the faith- 
ful, in the fecond Commandment, and Exod. 34. 
7+ and many another Text, mean no fuch thing as 
they Ipeak, as if to bethe feed of the faithful were 
conaitior,. but o1ily | J will fave my eleét ? 


And 
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= And why night not this Covenant [ J wall fave 
my Elett | be made with (ain, or Cham, or Fu- 
das, as well as with Abraham? 


aq He faith , Abrabams Infants were vifible Church-meme 
bers, but not by the Covinant barely as Evangelical. | 


Reply. What a bare put off is that, of a man 
that .muft fay fomething ? Is it at all by the Cove- 
nant as Evangelical ? If yea, we have our defire. 
If not, what meaneth [ bare/y | but the nakedne!s 
of your 1H caufe ? 


Then cometh next [And if in any ly 
tue of the Covenant ( which it feemeth he yet knowerhk 
not after all this talk, or will not know) ff wes /) vi as 
houthold or civil promifés, vather than Lyargélt- 
cal. 


ly. See, Reader, fome more of the myfterie : 
Infants were Church-members in Abrahams 
houfe, but Church-memberfhip fignified but 
fhold and civil promifes: Do you now perceive | 
what the Jews Infant Church-memberfhip was? — 
The Socinians perhaps will fay the like of the 
Jews Covenant ro the adult, 

But we may yet miftake him, For [ rather ] 
is not a negative ; It is [ Rather than Evangeli- 
cal | which is but a preference, nota denial, O 
for plain honefty in things divine! 


H 4 SECT. 


4 ¢ Lag 
4 


104 


“SECT. Li 
R. B. mid ere the firft fundamental promife is 


thus to be interpreted, I further 
prove by Gods conftant adminiftration in the 
performance of st. Concerning which I do make 
this challenge to you ( with modefty and fubmi/fi- 
on, ) to prove if you can, that there was ever one 
Church-member that had Infants born to him 
while be was in that -eftate, from the beginning — 
of the world tothis day, whofe Infants alfo were 
not Churchtmembers ? Except only the Anaba- 
ptifts, who refufe or deny the mercy, and fo re- 
Jufe to dedicate their Infants in Baptifm unto 
Chrift. And whether their Infants be Church- 
members, 1 will not determine affirmatively@gr ne- 
gatively at thistime. I do again urge you toit, 
that you may not forget it , to prove to me, - a 
eever there was one Infant of a Church-member 
an the world, fince the creation to this day, that 
was not a Church-member, (except the Anaba- 
ptifts that refuje the mercy or deny it.) 

Reply. Mr. T.’s Anfwer is a refufing to anfwer, 
fave a crofs challenge. ( oft anfwered) and the 
inftance of Timerby: To which T fay, that if T7- 

‘ mothy’s Father being a Greek countermanded his 
communion with the Jews, he could not be a 
member of their policie or particular Church. 
( Though if he only delayed as eAZofes did to 

_ gircumcite his Son, that Son might be a member 
as the children in the wildernefs were.) But his 

Mothers 
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Mothers right alone might make him a perfon in 
Covenant with God as a vilible member of the 
Church-univerfal. 


Li, 
R..B. Efore I proceed to any more Texts of 


Scripture, I will a little enquire in- 
to the light or Law of Nature it felf, and fee 
what that faith to the point in band, And firft 
we fhall confider of the duty of dedicating Infants 
to God in Chrift , and next of Gods acceptance of 
them , and entertaining them into that eftate. 
And the firft is moft evidently contained in the 
Law ‘of nature it felf ( at leaft upon {uppofition 
that there be any hopes of Gods entcrtaining - 
thems) which I prove thms. 1. The law of Na- 
ture bindeth ws te give to every one his own due: 
But Infants are Gods own duc, Lrgo, the law 
of Nature bindeth Parents to give them up to 
God. By [ giving \ here I mean not an aliena- 
tion of propriety, to make that to be Gods that was 
not fo before, but an acknowledgement of bis 
riohty with a free rcfignation and dedication of 
te Infant to.God, a his own, for bis ufe and fer- 
vice, when be is capable thereof. If you fay, In- 
fants being not capable of doing fervice , fhould 
not be devoted to it till they cau do it. I an- 
{wer , they ave capable at prefent of a legal obli- 
gation to future duty, and alfo of the relation 
which follaweth that obligation, together with the 
Lenour of aChurch-member( as the child of a Noble 
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ang, many other-wercies of the 


And though (brift .actord bus 
lof deing® of ‘a: 
ator or of the ‘bis Infancy, 
all that be mujt of the ‘Chirch then 
not ( according to this flay 
capable of doing werk: fo 

Replys Here is fo. lake id bot 
remlarke, that Mr, ‘J. knoweth:norhow toidenyxhe 
duty of dedication bahdfomly ,. which being 
cepred of rae is Obur 


or 
Law: of if he cannot’ confute jt, 


R. 2, of nature bindecl all 
do their beff to fecure Gods right, 


ood, and to prewent their. 
engage them betimes to 
eth. tend to fecure | 
ood, and re. 
vent-their fin and For they are under.a 
donble obligation, which ey ay minded of be- 
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Infant fadvatirape , tein’ 
Ghriftians afore they know what Chriftianiry 1s, and 
one, 2. ‘They are from the 


This: concernethi out is 
ofiee inclined to th my felf: 


fartéfied; That'Infarie Coveaming 
is'no hindrance in Nature or ‘Rea 
fonal fevions Covenanting ‘with God» ata we 
rel} out Children and the adult that their In-> - 
fant Covenanting by Parents; will’ ferve them but’ 
“fave -Reafon and Will of thitir 
choofe for chemfelves= And: that withoutas fex 
rious faith and confent of their’ then as if 
«they Rad never been baptized, ‘they ‘cannot 
wes "What hurt ‘then as te this doth” their 
Yea help’ For i! To. 
bein the way of Gods Ordinanée and Benedition 
ig much. 2, And ( knowing you deny that.) I 
add, to be éonfcitis fof an early engagement , 
Tay do much to awe the minds of Children 
tovcanfe’ them’ to fove*thar! Chrift which 
received’ them’; ‘that ‘Sotiery to 
Children Gi} Baptized tive ahy 


of 
dying according to you; they” ninft “have little. 
hopes of mercy: And ‘God accounteth ‘not’ the 

fpirit ‘of bondage Belt nor’ for ‘Childrens 


‘ 
“4 
i 
| 
‘gn 
4) 
5 
“ 
¥ 
‘ 
«* 
= 
>. 
af 
‘ 


(108) 


God, whownuft believe that they are damned i 
they. die, and that God hath nop given chem ang 
promife of life, 
4. Experience of many Moors ( fervants ) 
among usand in our Plantations, ( befides anciene, 
hiftéry) affureth us, that delaying Baptifm ull age. 
fendeth tomake people delay repentance, and think. 
Iam but as I was, and if I fin longer all wallabe 
pardoned at baptifm,.and Leauft after live ftricther, 
and therefore (as.Conftantine aud many more) 
they will be baptized Chriftians when there is no 
remedy, 
5. And experience affurech us that it were the 
way to work out ene and reftore Infide- 
lity in any Nation: For had not Chrift carly. 
poffeflion , and were nor Nations difcipled and 
baptized, Ghriftians were like to be almoft as thin 
as Puritans now: and the multitude being Infidels 
from a crofs inrereft ( {uch. as divifions caufe ) 
would be ready on all occafions (as they did in. 
Fapan and Adonicongo )torootthemour. 
I take this to be a very ce confidera- 
tion, whether in realon Infant Baptifm be likete 
do more good or harm, Thenot calling men to fe- 
rious Covenanting at age doth uafpeakable harm ; 
To have afew good words about Confirmation in 
the Liturgie, and fuch as Do. Hammonds wri- 
tings of- ir, will not fave ignorant ungodly fouls, 
nor the fonls of the Paftors that betray them; I | 
have faid my thoughts of this long ago ina Trea- 
_ ule of Confirmation. 
Bur T muft profefs chat it feemeth to me, that 
if Chrift had left itto our wills, it is much liker 


tO 


> 


to tend to the good of fouls , and theypropapa- 
ting Chriftianiey, and the ftrength of the-Church, 
for to Have both the obligation andeemfort of our 
Infant Covenant and Church ftate, and. 4s fertons 
a Covenanting alfo at age, when we. pafs into the 
Church ftate of the. Adult, than to be withoutthe 
former, and left to the expectation of adil ba- 


“SECT. LILI, ro LVIIE. 


R. B. "" He law of nature bindeth Parents in 
love to their children to enter.them 

into the moft honourable and profitable fociety, af 
they have but leave fo to do: But here Parents 
have leave to enter them into the Church , which 
15 the moft honourable end profitable society. Ex- 
£0. That they have leave, » proved, 1. God ng» 
ver forbad any man in the world to do this. fine 
cerely, ( the wicked and unbelievers cannot do it 
fincerely ; and anot forbidding to be snterpre- 
ted as leave ‘in cafe of (uch participation of be- 
nefits: As all laws of men in doubtful cafes-are 
to be interpreted heineap, in the moft favon- 
rable fenfe. So hath Chriff taught ws to sinters 
pret bis own: When they [peak of duty. to God, 
they mujt be interpreted in the firitteP fenfe: 
When they {peak of benefits to: man, they muff be 
snterpreted in the moft favourable fenfe: that they 
will bear. 
2. Jt 1 the more evident, that a not forbids 
ding in fuch cafes is to be taken fer leave, be- 
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canfe Gedbath put the principle of felf- 
tion, and defiring omr own welfare, andthe wel. . 
fare of our Gulden fo detply in bumane nature, 
that he can no more lay it by than be can ceafe 
to be reafonable creature. And thereforevhe 
may lawfully aitnate or exercife this natural ne- 
cefjary principle of feeksng bw ewn or childrens 
veal bappinef, where-ever God doth not refirain 
or probit bim. We need no pofitive command 
to feek our own or childrens bappinef, but what 
is-in.the law of nature it felf, and to ufe this 
where God forbiddeth not, if good be then tarbe 
found, cannot be unlawful. 
3. It ss evident from what is faid before ¢ and 
elfewhere ) that st i more than a filent leave 
of Infants Church-memberflip that God hath 
vouchfafed use Fer in the forementioned funda- 
mental promife, explained more fully in after 
times, God fignified his will thar fo it fhould be, 
Jt cannot be densed, but there is [ome hope at leaft 
given te them in the firft promsfe , and that in 
the general promife to the feed of the woman they 
are mot exclided, there be no excluding term. 
Upon fo much encouragement and hope then it is 
the duty of Parents by the law of nature to enter 
their and into that {o- 
ciety that parta thefe hopes , and to lift them 

40 Its the duty of Parents bythe Law of Na- 

ture to accept allowed or offered bene 
for their Bat the a 
of Chrifts Church or Army, is an allowed or of- 
fered benefit to them, Ergo, &c. For the hed 
ticle 
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inciples in the law of ‘nature do tontain it. 
the Infant isnot fui juris; bares at bis 
Parents difpofe in alk-things thatvare for bis 

»\ That the Parents have power to oblige their chil- 
dren to an duty or fuffering , thats cer- 
tainly to their own good: and fo may enter them 
Covenants accordingly : And fo fay the wil 


of the Father js ab itswere the will-of she ebila. 


20 That it unnaturally finful for a Parent» to 


vefufeto do {uch a thing, when it is tothe great 


benefit of his own child. As if a Pronce would 
er Flonours, and Lord{lups , and Immunities to 
im and his heirs: if be will not accept this for bis 
heirs, ut only for bimfelf, st unnatural, Tra, 
sf be will nor oblige bis betrs to fome-fmall and 
-reafonable cond:tions for the enjoyin g fuch benefits. 
For the Minor, thar thw relation ss an allowed or 
offered benefit to Lnfants is manifefted already, 
and more {hall ve 


And this te als me up to the fecond point, which 


propounded to confider of whether by rheclight 


or law of nature we can 


e that Infants 
fhould have the benefit of being Church-members, 


fuppofing st firft known by fupernatural revelati- 
on, that Parents are of that fociety, and bow ge- 
neral the promife is, and: bow gracious Godis. 
And 1. It ie certain tone by nature that Infants 
are capable of this benefinsif God deny st nor , 
but will give it them as well as the aged, 2, It 
certain that they ef 


 Common-wealths in the world:( pérfecte f{ed.im- 


perfecta membra ) beimg. fecured from vielence 


the laws, and capable of bonours and rig brtain- 


beritanees, 
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beritances, and of being real under oblin 
gations to future dutics, sf they furvive, And 
this hews that they are alfo capable of being 


Church-members, and that nature yevealethto ms, 


that the Infants cafe much followeth the cafe of . 
the Parents, efpecially in benefits. 3. Nature bath | 
attually tang waft people on earth, fo far as I . 
can learn, to repute their Infants in the fame Re- 
ligions fociety with themfelves, as well asin the 

Tome covil fociety. 4. Under the Covenant of 
works ( commonly fo called) or the perfett rigo- 
rous law thar God made with man in his pure — 
nature, the Infants fhould have been in the 
Church, and a people boly to God, if the Parents 
had fe continued themfelves. And confider, 
1. That holine8 and righteoufnef were then the 
fame. things as now, and that in the eftablifhing 
of the way of propagation, God was xo more oblis- 
ged to order it fo, that the children of righteous 
_ Parents fhould bave been born with all the per- 
fettions of their Parents and enjoyed the fame 
than be was in making the 

ovenant a Grace to grant that Infants | Tooslla 
be of the fame fociety with their Parents, and 
have the immunities of that fociety. 2. We bave 
no reafon when the defign of redemption is the 
majnifying of love and grace, to think, that love 
mec are fo much lef under the Gofpel to the 
members of Chriff, than under the Law to the 
members or feed of Adam, as that then all the 
feed fhonld bave partaked with the fame bleffings | 

with the righteous Parents, and now they {hall all he 
turned out of rhe [ociety, whereof the Parents were 
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fit} 
God gives himfelf the realons 
from bis gracions nature , proclaiming even par> 
donitig ‘mercy to flow thence, Exod. 34, and in. 
the fecond Commandment. 6. God doth yet fhew 
us that in many great and weighty velpelts he. 
dealeth well or ih with children their Parents. 
fakes: as many Texts of Scripture. (and 
have lately proved at large in one of our private 
difputes, that the fins of nearer parents. are ime 
puted as part of our oreginal or natural. cult. 
So much of that. Ay 
Reply. Mr. T. faith nothing to all, thar I think 
the ‘Reader needech a reply. to 


7 


~ 


R. B. Et. before I cite any more particular 
y will add this one 
from the tenour of the Covenant of TAC, Ab ex 
prefjed in many Texts of Scripture. eAccording 
to the tenour ‘4 the Covenant of grace, God will 
‘ not véfufe to be their God ani take them fordis 
people, that are (in a natural or law fenfe ) wil- 

ling to be bis people , and to takg bim for their 

God. But the Infants of believing Parents. are 

thus willing, Ergo. Tne Major 1s unqueftionable. 

The Minor 1s proved from the very law of nature be- 

fore expreffed. Infants cannot be aitually willing 
themfelves in natural fenfe, Ergo, the reafon and 


will of another muft be thesrs. in law fepfe,and that is 
of the Parents, who have the full dijpofe of them, 
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and ave wirranted by the law of mature to choofe 
for them ( for their good.) till they come to’ ufe 
of reajon themfelves. The Parents therefore ‘by 
the light and law of nature choofing ‘the better 
part for their children, and offering and devoting 
them to God , by the obligation of his own natn 
ral law, be cannot in confiftency with the free 
grace revealed in the Gofpel, refuse thofe that are 
fo offered, . And thofe that thus come” to 
in the way that nature it fff prefcribeth, he 
will.in ne wife caft out, Joh. . And-bhewil 
be offtnded with thofe that would keep them from 
him, that are offered by thofe that bave the power 
to do it, though they cannot offer themfelves. For 
begally. this att is taken for their own, Thus I 
« have fhewed you fome of the fundamental title 
that Infants of Believers bave to Church-mem- 
_ berfhip, and onr obligation to dedicate them to God, 
Reply. Mr. T. faith [shat fome of the Pa- 
vents are legally taken for the childs is wot deni- 
ed. |. But here he denieth it, and Tteave his de- 
nial with my copious proof in my Treatife of In- 
fant-baptifm ro the Readers. 


SECT. LIX. 


Ou now in-reafon expett, that in- 
fants Church-memberfhip being thin 
¢ftablifhed, partly in the daw of nature, and part- 
ty in the fundamental promife, what is after this 
of st fhould not be ‘any new eftablifhment , 


R B, 


but confirmations and intimations of what wu be- 
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fare done, rather giving the proof that«fiich a 
law. and promife there that did fo eftablifh it, 


than being [uch firft eftablifhing laws*er \promifes . 


themfelves,. And from hence I may well add 


this further argument. If there be certain proof’ 


in Scripture of Infants Church-member{hip , -bne 
none except this before alledged that makes-any 
mention of the peginning off it, but all peaking 
of it asno new thing then we have great reafon 
upon the forementioned evidence, to affign this be- 
ginning which from Gen. 3. we have expréfte 
But the former is true, ergo, the later. \ Tou con 
fef that Infants were Church-members once. Tou 
only conceive st began when Abraham was called 
ont of Ur... Your conceit hath not a word to fup- 
port it ia the Text. The right to fuch a bvlef- 
ing was then new to Abrahams feed, when Abra- 

am. firft believed: But when it began to belong 
ta Infants of Belitwers in general, no Text 
cept, this. before cited deth mention. Nor death 
that promife to Abraham, intimate any inteption 
then as to the Church-member{hip of Infants, bur 


only an application of a priviledge to him that in . 


the was no new thing. 
eply. Tothis Mr, T, ftill affirmeth that Infants 

Church-member(hip*was proper to Hebrews 

only.. Reader, though they had their peculiari- 


ties, is it credible thatthe Infants of that one 
{mall country only fhould be fo differently dealc 


with by God, from all che .world elfe, even He- 
noch'’s, Noe’s ; Sem’s and all from Adam to the 
end of the world , that thefe Infants only thould 
be. Ciiurch-members and others? what un- 
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things (ya: ewidence can 
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SECT. LX, LX, 


At bad 


aw ‘for Texts that Further 
mate foregoing cfablifhment 

In, There, feems to, be fome believing satimation 
this, Adams his wife the mother of the 
lining: Fax. it t0.b¢ what Bijhop Wither 
faith Anna). vole. Unde. tum primum, 
( poft promiffum ) Eva nomenama- 
Ger, 3.20. quod. mater. effet, 


Viventivm, nop, vitamy 


mothe bys 
ther of, a, ha 


because 


illud quoque. quod. eft per. fidem in, femen ip- 


fius,/M efliam. promiffum ; quomodo poft.cam 
Sara fidelium mater eft habita. 1 Pet. 3.6. Gal.’ 
onher after thepromfes 
fhe mas tobe the, mother of. all the lung, 
nob only that: dive the, life -of nature bue th hat 
which ss, by faith in. the eMefigh ber. fede. Sa 
that dé the nature. Wwe are 
her naturAl feed, and foe was. a believer, and 
beligdtr,. fhe the 
fecdy.and we that are her feed. are 
to God. 

When, Cain.ava boku, mother called 

[ becanfe.. fie had A. 
Lords. that iss with bis fa- 
bis goodwill, } Son of. 
she. And therefore it iss to 
bes that whem Cai: had. finned. by. 
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C117) | 
| bis brother, God did curfe him, and caft out 
of Wis prefence, Gen. 42°14, 16. So that’ be was 
excommunicate and fep rom the of 
Ged, faith Ainkwor that 1s, from the pidee of. 
Gods word. and wer{bi fis p which likelibeed Hae 
held by Adar the pire being Propher. 
had taught bis children how 10. facrifice and ferde 
the Lord.” So on the contrary, to come jimto Gods 
prefence or before bir , 1 Chron. 16,29) 45 ex- 
plained in Pial. 96: 8. be” the coming tate bis 
Courts.) Very many‘ledrned men give ‘the faire 
¢x pofition of st. Now sf Cain were How. excom- 
municate, was be before af the tity 
st 43 by. bis Jacrificing and other proof, - 
bowever ‘this Text’ be interpreréd: wan 
can give the leaft reafon from Scriprmre to wake 
. fo probable that he entrea into the Church at any ; 
other time, as We give his entrance*at na- 
tivity. 
When Eve bare Seth, (he 
of mircy tn faith, as her by the Lora 
ta be. Abels room, faithful as Abel; amd she 
father’ ‘of one Lord afer the sas Ainifworth 
on Gti. 4.25. Andis there *no intimation in this. 
that Seth was’ an Tafant ‘member of the vifible 
Church? confef he that fhalexcommumicate this 
feed. or faith , that: Sch . wiehout 
Churth in bis infancy, doth peak, a7? my 
So improbably, and fo :tinlike the Scriptire that 
am very confident I foal ‘never believe 
Mr. Ts Anfwer toall, ta dental’! faith he have is 


idtimation tat Seth wae member} Thee. vifi- 


4 


Reply. Bur you 
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which though I place not Seths 1 da not thereby excommunia 
cate bim, or fay that be was without the Charch in bis In 
He was without the vifible 
ithin and without are confiftent 
you. ) And whether I/hmael was within, and 
Seth, and, Henoch ; and Sem without , I will no 
more-difpute with you. wake 


SECT. LXTL to LXX. 
B.A.T Ole ello, that as God had thus 
ous Cain, and fupplied Abels room by 
Seth, and bad given each of them pofterity; fe 


we find him in a |pecial manner regiftring the 


fucceffors of the righteous, and putting two titles 
on thefe two diftintt generations, calling fome the 
fons, of God, and others the daughters of. men, 
Gens6. 2. Suppofing that yaw reject. the old con- 


geits that thefe fons of God were Angels that fel 


3m love with women, the current ordinary, expo- 
fition I think, ivill ftand, that thefe were she pro- 
geny.of Seth, and other members of the Church , 
who are called the Sons of God, and that it was 
the pregeny of Cain, aud other wicked ones, that 
avé called the daughters of men. Where vas 
they are not. themfelyes denominated wicked, but 
the children of men, as being a generation [epa- 
rated from the Church from the ay | And the 


other are not themfelves affirmed to be truly gad- 
ly ones, but fons of God, a being the feed of the 
Saints, notcaft out, but members of the Church, or 
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\ 
the fons’ of thofe who were devoted to God’, ana 
fo devoted to him themfelves: feparated’ gene- 
ration belonging to God as bis vsfible Church. 
Where note, that thefe that are called the fons of 
God, even the line of ‘Seth dnd other godly Pa- 
réhits, were yet fo wicked that God repentéd that 
he made them, and a them in the* flood, 
fparing only Noah and his family. ‘So that i 
was not their own godlinef, that made them cal- 
led the fons of God, but their relation , Church 
ftate and vifible feparation from open unchurched 
Idolaters. Compare this phrafe with the like, Deut. 
2 Cor. 6. 18. In the former at is 
“ye are thechildren of the ‘Lord yotir God>-ye 
all ‘not cur your felves, where the whole 
| people, Infants and all, are called Gods children, 
as being a people [eparated to bim from the 
latrous world. and fo in the next verf. called’ 2 
holy’people unto God, peculiar to ‘him'} ce. 
And Cor. 6. 8. out from among them, 
and ‘be ye feparate, ce. and I will bea father to 
you, and you’fhall be my fons and -daughters; 
faith the’ Lord Almighty. So rhat Gods fons 
and daughters are thar fociety that are feparated 
from Idolaters unto the wor{hip of God as the vi- 
| fible Church 4.’ And then it appears that the ge- 
neration of the righteows , even from the womb’; 
Were enumerated to the refi, in thar theyare 
not’ mehtioned as a people ‘called out’ bere 
aiid there, and initiated at age ( there no'men=— 
tion of any fuch thing: ) but a flock or 
ration oppofed to the daughters of ‘men; or of the 
unchurched, who were [uch from their infancy 
14 as 
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all will grant, For st was not the fame mer 
that were. the Parents of thofe here called the 
daughter sof men and the-fons of God ( though 
| 7 fome of the Jarer. might be excommunicate when 
they fell: ) But itplainly intimates that) it ‘was 
it another fort of mem that thefe were the daughters 
| than thofe that were Parents to the fons of 
God, So Ainfworth in locs The fons of God, 
i.e. the men of the Church of God, for to {uch 
| Moles faith Deut. 14. 1, &c, 1 John. 3. \1, 
| : Daughters of men , meaning of Carns pofterity 
| 


that were out of Gods Church, Gen. 4.14. | So 
oxr Annotations, and many more, 
Hf. An intimation of this priviledge, and that they: 
i} were fons of mercy andof the promife, appeareth — 
i] in the very names of many of the children of the 
righteous; both before and after the flood, which 
wih not fland on particularly, 
- And when all. the world bad fo defiled them- 
feluens that God was refolved to cut them off. 

| be fpared Noah and bis. family or fons. Though 
Cham was.to be curfed, yet was be of the Church 
. which worlhipped the true God, and {pared as \a 
fon of Noah, and one of that fociety. And if 


God fo far fpared him then for bis Fathers fake 
to boufe bim in the Ark ( the type of the 
Church.) [ure took, him to be of the fame fo- 
ciety in higinfancy, and then bare him the fame, 
favour onthe fameaccount. 
| » As. foon as Noah came outiof the Ark, God 
<bleffed himfelf in his iffue, as be did Adam; with 
au | sncreafe and multiply | and made a Cove- 
wang with bim and bie feed after bim, Which 
| Cove- 
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ovenant though the expreffed part. of at-be that 
be drowned no more ,. and fo st 
‘was made, with the wickedft. of Noahs. feed and 
even with the’ beajts of the field, yet doth it-im- 
port afpecial favonr te Noah and his feed, as. one 
swhom.God wonld fhew a more {pecsal: refpect to , 
as be bad done in.bis deisverance, and «pon this 


fpecial favour to him the creatures fare the bet- 
ter. For though the word [ Covenant | be the 


fame to.man and beaft , yet the diverfty of the 


promiffary and his capacity may put a different fenfe 
on ‘the fame word, as applied to each, in- 
deed it (hould feem but a fad blefjing to Noahigo 
bear an increafe and multiply | 1f al bis In- 


fant pofterity muft be castor left ont of tbe vift- 


ble Church, and fo deft as common or unclean, 
This were to-encreafe and. multiply the Kingdom 
of the Devil, If be that was fo mercifully hon- 
he in the Ark, with allhis children, muft now 
be fo bleft as to have all their iffue to be out of the 
Charch, it were a ftrange chame in God, and a 
frrange bleffing on Noah! And an uncomfortable 
fablifbing of a: Covenant with his feed all 
that feed muff be fo thruft from God and deal 

with as the feed of curfead Cains 
Moreover it certain that Noah did: 
tically, or at leaft truly pronounce the bleffing on 
Shem and Japhet. And in Shems bleffing be 
bleffeth the Lord his God, fhewing that was 
bis God and fo in Covenant with him. And it 
plain that it not only the perfons but the 
pofterities of bis three fousthat Noah here intenad- 
ed. It was noe Cham himfelf fo much as Canaan 
ana 


> >. 
= 


ai 
| and his fucceeding pofterity ‘that were to''be 
Shem and Japhet, that iz, to 


rity. «And the blefing be to the sffue of 
Shem, as well as the curfe te the iffne' of Cham. 
And indeed a Hebrew Deéttir would take it il 
at thar Expofi 


tor’ or ‘Divine whatfoever that 
foould prefume to exclude the Infant Yeed of them 
ont of Gods Church. And well they may, if in 
the bleffing ‘God be -pronounced' to be their God. 
Saith Ainfworth in foc, [\wader this Shem alfo 
bimfelf receiveth a bleffing : for bleffed is the peo- 
ple , whofe God Jehovah ws, Plal.144. 15. and 
eternal life is implied herein , for God hath pre- 


| prepared for them a City of whom be is not afha- 


med to be called their God, Heb. 11. 16, ‘and 
Shem the firff man in Scriprure that hath ex- 
eMoreoverin Gen. 9.27. in Japhets bleffing 
there is much, thoagh in few words, to this puar- 
pofe intimated. Firft , note that the Fewith 
Church is called % the tents of Shem. | From 
whence it appeareth, that the Church priviledres 
of that people begun hot with or from Abraham , 
but were before: And that it is the fame Church 
that was of Shem and of Abraham, and after alt. 
the additional promifes to Abraham , the Fewi{h 
Church is ftill denominated the tents of Shem: J 
wow they were rhe tents of Shem before Abrahams 
days. And therefore it is clear, that it being 
the fame Church, muft be fuppofed to have the 
fame fort of members oy materials: and trhere- 
Sore Infants muft be members before Abrahams. 
days as well as after, ‘That Church which 
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ras Shems tents bad Infant Church-members ( for 
the Fews Church called, into which Japhet 


was to pag: ) Bur the Church both before and af- 


ter, Abraham sas Shems. tents, Ergo. 


Yee further let it here be nated, that it is into 
Shems, tents that Japhet .muft paf. fuppofe that 
the evidence us better bere for’ that expofition that 
applyeth the word [ dwell | to Japhet than toGod, 
ands[o that this of the converfien of the 
Gentiles,.as many Expofitors have cleared at large. 
And fo, as Aintworth faith, tie fenfe is that Ja- 
phet (hak be [ united with the Churches of the 
Jews, the pofterity of Shem, which was fulfilled 
when the.Gentiles became joynt-heirs, and of the 


fame body, and joynt-partakgrs of Gods prom:fein 
Chrift, the ftop of the partition-wall being broken 


apwn, &c. Ephel. 3.6. & 2.14, 10% Jithough it 
may further imply the raffing of Japhets childrex 


inte the. flock of the (Church, when Shems pofteri- 


ty fhonld be cut off, &c. | vid. ult. Now. if itbe 
Shems temts even the fame Church that Japhets 
children. muft dwell iw, then as Shems Infants 
were Ghurch-members , fo muft Japhets, and not 
all his Infant feed be caft or left out. . So that 
bere is a promife of Infant Church<member{hip 
wnto the Gentiles in thefe words. Aah 
Keply. To all this the fumm of Mr. T.’s af- 
fwers are, 1, A denial of the fenfes given of 
fome Texts, which I leave to she Readers exa- 
mination, being refolved not. to tire him with 
tedious: Reply. 2. He granis that their. perfons 
were #blefled., God ther God, and. cheir feed 
inthe Church; As if Gods open Covenant and 
pro- 
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of their Church-member{hip , which leaves oiit 
half the members. 5. Note that the promife that 
God will be their God, doth expréfly contain the 
Church-member|hip of the feed. 6. Note that 
this is more than a tranfeunt fatt, Ergo, being 
an everlafting Covenant. Had it been a natu- 
ral tranfeunt fact, that had lefe no pie ti- 
tle behind it in the obligation of the Covenant, 
then it had been null and void as foon as fpoken: 
then the word of God is but a bare found and of no 


further force. 7. Note that the Apoftle ( 43 is 


faid) Rom, 4. 10,11, 12, 13+ doth fully manifeft 
to us, that this promife was made to Abraham as 
a believer , and that Circumcifion was a feal of 
the rightcou[ne[s of faith which he had, yet be- 
ing uncircumcifed : and therefore that the chief 
part of the Covenant of having God for our God, 
and iis taking us as his peculiar people , belongs 
to the Gentiles as well as to the Fews. 8. And 
he oft fheweth* that the faithful are Abrahams 
feed, and therefore the chief bleffixgs of the pro- 
mife belong to all the faithful. But one of the 
bleffings was, that their Infants fhould be compre- 
hended in the fame Church and Covenant, Ergo, 


the Infants of the faithful who are the heirs of 


_ the fame promife, muft be comprehended in it too. 


9. J think st 1s not to be made light of as to 
this matter, that inthe great promife, Gén. 12.3. 
the blejjing from in Chrift is promifed 
ta all the families or tribes on earth, all the fami- 


. hes of the earth thall be bleffed, as the Heb. Sa- 


mar, Arabic. or all the Kindreds as the vulgar 
Lat. and Chald. paraph. or all the tribes as the 
| Sept. 
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Sept. aimu as quaal. And doubtle[s st is by Chrift 
that this bleffing +s promifed, and fo a Gofpel 
bleffing ( Ergo, the Syriac. adds and in thy feed, 
and the Arab, bath by thee, ) And the Apoftle 
fully seftifieth that. So that as tribes, kindreds, 
families, do moft certainly comprehend the Infants, 
and as st was to fuch families that the promise 
was made before Chrift as to the Fewsfh Church , 
fo ws st exprefly to {ach families or tribes that the 
promife 1s made as to the Gentiles fince Chrift. 
10. Note that as Infant Church-member{hip is 
here clearly implied in Infant Circumeifion , fo 
they are two diftintt things, and as the fign ws 
here commanded de novo, fo the thing fignified 
(I mean the duty of engaging and devoting to 
God as their ts 
with it, though not de novo, as 4 thing now be~ 
ginning as the fign did, So that here us in Cir- 
comeifon nat only a command to do the circume 
cifing outward all, but alfo to do it as a fign of 
the Covenant, and fo withal for the Parents to 
engage their children to God in Covenant as their 
God, and devote them to him as his feparated pe- 
culiar people. So that here are two diftinth du- 
ties concurrent. The one external newly infti- 
tuted , .the other -internal not newly inftitu- 
ted. Sind therefore the former may ceafe, and 
yet the later ftand: and it is no proof that 
the later ( Covenant engagement of Infants to 
God ) is ceafed, becaufe the fign of Circumeifon 
is ceafed , no more than it proves that {uch Cove- 
nant engagement did then begin when Circum- 
cifion did begin or that women were not Church- 
members 


| | 
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members feparated, engaged, dedicated to Godin 
Infancy, becaufe they were not circumcifed. And 
no more than you can prove that all Urael was 
unchurched in the wildernefs when they were un- 
circumeifed for 40 years. So that here you bave 
a command for entring Infants as Church-mem- 
bers. And. fo you fee both promife and precept in 


Gen, 12.3. & Gen, 17. 


And when I confider the Parents, breeding and 
manners of Rebekah, I think it far more proba- 
ble that 
fancy, than that fhe was entred afterwards at age, 
or that {be. was a beathen or infidel when 
married ber. | | 

And as here are before mentioned flanding Co- 
venants, fo it is tabe noted bow God intimateth 
the extent of the main bleffing of them to be fur- 
ther than to Abralfams natural .feed, not dnly in 
the expre{s promife of the bleffing to all the nati- 
ons or families on earth ( of which before ) but 
im the affigned reafon of the bleffing which is com- 
mon to Abraham with other true For 
Gen. 22. 16,17, 18. it 1s thus alledged [ becaufe 
thou baft done this thing , &c. And in thy feed 
fball all the nations of the earth be bleffed, becaufe 
thow baft obeyed my voice. | “And Gen. 26:3, 4, §- 
the Covenant 4s renewed with aac, and the fame 


reason aligned, becaufe that Abraham obeyed 


my voice, and kept my charge, my commandments, 
my ftatutes and my laws. | How mans obedience 
is faid to be a caufe of Gods bleffing, I am not de- 
termining , but taking the words as I find them 
+ general , I may conclude , that they are bere 


fhe was a Church-member from ber In- — 
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a caufe or reajon of it fome way or other’ 
though a 'fpécial mercy may be given on 
common ground reafon , yet where there no 
apparent proof of the refbriition, we are to judge 
the ‘bleffing common where the reafon is comMon > 
At leaft , if a {pecial blefiag be fuperadded to 
Abrahams feed ( upon the freenefi of Gods grace, 
or the eminency of Abrahams obedience, ) yet there 
gocs with it a mercy common to all where thé 
reafon of the mercy is found. It being therefore 
the cafe of every true believer to be faithful and 
obedient’, yea, to prefer that before his own life, 
and not a fon only, st may be hence gathered ; 
that God who blefjed Abrahams feed on that at- 
count, will theirs onthe fame, with the fame 
bleffings in the main ( 4 to bis favour and ac- 
ceptance of them) though not with the fame in 
the variable fuperadditionals or overplus of exter= 
nal things. 

In Exod, 12. 48. there 1a law for the circum- 
cifing of all the males of ftrangersthat fojeurn in 
the land, that will keep the paffover : which come 
prebendech their (burch-member{hip, .s ss (hewed: 

Reply: To all this neither do I find any new 
thing calling for any anfwer, but what the con- 

fidering Reader’ can eafily make : His repeated 
- fayings, that if [ Admiffion be by Baptifm I muff 
make Parents Minifters to baptize | a child may 
well anfwers There are more Parties that 2& in 
baptifm than one: God by his eMiniffers expref- 
feth his Covenant-Gift and Confent, and deliver- 
eth it fealed to the Receiver by the inftituted in- 
vefting fymbol: The party: receiving expreffech 

K 


‘ 


* 


his ronfent, and this the Parent Hath power, and- 
truft ro do for the child, as you. may take a 


Leafe for your Child: Cannot the Parent dothis, | 
and fo be a Caufe of Reception without being a. 


Minafter 2 


SECT. LXXIX, toLXXXVI 


R.B. He promife to the whole people of Il- 

rael, Infants and all, thae they {hound 
be [ a peculiar people, a Kingdom of Priefts, and 
a holy Nation, | Exod 19. 5,6. youcannot de- 
nye This is a promife, and not a tranfeunt fat 
which wade no promfc. And the people are cal- 
lcd to keep Gods Covenant, that they might bave 
this promise fulfilled to them. Yea, if you had 
faid, that tt was a meer tranfeunt Covenant or 
promife, reaching but to the perjons thenexiftent, 
and dying with them, though you bad {poken more 
fenfe, yet no more truth than when you denied the 
law aud promife, and {ubftituted atranfeunt fatt. 
For, 3. dt is exprefly a promife de futuro to a 
Nation. 2. Yea, and the Apoftle Peter giveth 
the fame titles to believers under the Gofpel, in- 


timating the fulfilling of the promife even tothem, | 


aé the promife to Abraham was to the faithful 
who were bis uncircuncifed feed. However, 
here 1s a Covenant granting by way of confirma- 
on the bli fing of (burch-memberfbip to Infants 
with sbe veft of Mrael: For certainly, thi pecue 
liavesy, and holinc{s, and prieficod bere mentio- 
aid, containeth tkesr Churchersemberflip: It 
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(131) ‘ 
undeniable therefore , that {uch Church-member- 
foip is bere granted by Promife or Covenant, not 
as athing then beginning; but by way of confir- 
mation of the like former grants, And it is to 
be noted, that though this promife is made to all 
Ifracl , yet not to be fulfilled to any of them, but 
o% condition that they Co Gods voice, and 
keep bis Covenant, | veri. 
alfo any other might have then enjoyed the fame 
bleffing, and therefore fo. may do now. | 

In Dent: 17.1,2- The Infants with the 
are called the children of God, anda holy and pe- 
culiar people to the Lord their Gods 

And Deut: 26. 14,18. theCovenant 1s expref- 
fed [ Thou. haft avouched the Lord this day to 
be thy God, and to walk in his ways,.and keep 
his ftatures, and his commandments, and his judge- 
ments, and to hearken to his voices Andthe Lord 
hath avouched thee this day to be his peculiar 
people, as he hath promifed thee, e~c. And tha 
thou maift. be an holy people, ec. Js bere no 
promife, when the promife is expreft ? and ws bere 
no Covenant, where the mutual Covenant # de- 
[cribed ? And I think you grant that Infants are 
sncluded.: | As 

So Deut. 28.4, 9. Where the promife to the na- 
tion is, that if they hearken to Gods vowe and 
obferve his Commandments, they {hall be bleffed in 
the fruit of their bodies, and the Lord will efta- 
blifh them a holy people to bimfelf, as be had 
{worn unto them. | Here is not énly a Covenant 
and Promife for the future, but alfo an oath con- 
firming it, as annexed tothe fame before. Is 
Ka this 
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this eftablifhing Covenant or Promife but tran® 
feune fatt ? or doth’ mot this confirm their right 
tothe benefit promifed, which was received before 


» 


by the fame means? | 1 
And Ezra. 2. They are called the holy feed.: 
Of that in Deut. I have formerly {poke 
enough. It is called a Covenant. eAll Krael 
e with their little ones did enter the (ovenant and the t 
oath with God, and which be made to them. It f 
was a Covenant, to eftablifh chem for a people 
to himfelf, and that he may be to thema God, > 
as he had before faid and fworn. Jt 1s a Cove- r 
nant made even with them that ftood not there , q 
whether it be meant only of the fucce{fve Uraelites t 
(and then it is not a tranfeunt Covenant ) or of t 
all people whoever that' will accept of the fame f 
terms ( and then it’s not proper ro I{rael. ) ss 
Covenant not made to them as meer : f 
but as obedient to the Covenant terms, and Co- [ 
venant breaking would cut them off, ver{.19, 20, 
21, 23, 25,26. Js not (hourch-member (hip contain- 
ea in, Gods being their God, and taking them t 
for his people thus in Covenant ? Doth mot the pro- fi 
mile give them an eftablifbed right inthis bleffing ? 
Js althisthen no promife, but a tranfeunt fatt ? 
Deut. 30.19. There is a law and promife, q 
- Choofe life, that thou and thy feed may live. I 
This is the fame Covenant which Afacaufed the. ” 
people to enter, 2 Chron. 15. and if ‘there had | 4 
been no law for it, there would have been no pe- z 
| 4 naity, and then be would not have made it death* b 
to withdraw. Ie is the fame Covenant which Jo- 
fith canfed the people to enter, 2 Kings.23. 2,3» 


2 Chron. 


/ 


2:Chron. 34. 31,32. Of Levit. 25.41,§4, $92 
| 


—— For the fole eine caufe being 
put (as. the Covenant and Parents believing are.» 
Deut. 29. ) the effect muft be in act : but it 2s not fo in th 


unborn : therefore the Covenant and Parents faith are not 
the fole effictent fo that though the Covenant give 
a Right to a bleffing, yet it doth not make actually vifi- 
Church-members, without fome other tranfeunc 
Reply. ( The reft let the Reader make his beft 
of. ) Weare it feems by this time ina fair way 
of agreement, and have almoft done our work. 
It feemeth by this time he could find in his heart 
tu grant that the Covenant is an efficient caufe, 
though. not the /fole efficient: well, we-will nor 
ftick on that: Gods love and revelation y and 
Chrifts merits fhall be antecedent chief efficients; 
And he feemeth now inftead of faying ftilb that 
Jt 2s only by the Phyfical tranfeunt vo. be 
content if we will fay, st és nor till or without 
that fact, that is, that men are not members of 
the Church till they are men. We will not be 
fo fowre as to deny himehat much. And indeed 
as this all at.she upfhot ? But I will not grant him 
the logical notion too eafily, though we will not 
quarrel about it. I think a caufe materially may 
long exift before the effeé, though it be not for- 
maliter caufa villit effect: And I think that Gods 
conditional Covenant or Promife, is but cau{a vir- 
tualis aptitudinalis ull it effet, and yet may 
be the fe proximate efficsent of our Right af- 
terward: I think the childs being born did not 
K 3 


ost 
- 


bis Right to Church. Relation,” -nor doth 
Faith now, nor the Parents fait’ or confent, 
but only asacondition make men capable Recipi- 
I think the may begin de- novo 
any change in the efficent, upona change 
the. Recspsent : And that the Sun unchanged is 
the proximate efficient of motion, light and heat, 


-exiftenc’ wight that received ' not ‘his 


before it did exift. And the Govenant or 
at believeth all ified may 
chotighmy faith not at all, but difpofe the 
Bur deny’ that the Parents aith be- 
eng put, allthe capacity ef ‘the recipient ‘5 put 
Be he is or if ir be poflible’ for 
the Parent to confent for himfelf and not for his — 
“ahd to devote himfelf and child to 


od | part of the: ‘Condition reception. 


happy difputaney a to convince Mr. 7, that 
(vifible') is any benefit at all 
at felf,-or wis to the would grant 
me all’ that I plead for of the conveyan eyance of it by 
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R. B. He fecond Commandment , ic. 
Deut. §. 5, I thinkis a 
law, and containeth a promifé ur premiant part, 
wherein be promiferh to thew’ mercy to the gene+ 
vations or children of ‘them *that ‘love bin amd 
keep bis Commandments’: of whieh I have 
fpoken elfewhere, 'to which vefer you. I fee 
reajon to doubt’ but bere is a flanting promife, 
and difcovery ‘of Gods refolution , concerning’ the’ 
children’ of al that love bin , wherber 
Géntiles, to whom this Citmandinem longs 
to doubt’ whether this ‘mercy imply 
member{hip: And that this is fetcht fromthe 
ry gracious nature of God, I findtn bis proclaim 
ing bis Name te Mofes, Exod. 34.6, 
If this mercy hefe imply, 
nérations; then it-inplieth ‘it the Infants the: 
world But there is nothing to'prove thar this 
be Churchrmemberthip, or sar 
he children of them.chat love God, or thar it midk be 
to them in Infancy —_— ¥ incline ta’ conctive this pro 
mife of temporal mercies, chiefly to the 
That norOnly of temporal wer. 
cjes, the words [ Love and’ Hate | asthe quali 
cation of ‘the’ Parents , feem to prove . ‘and the 
joyning the children to the Parents in the retri~ 
bution : And ‘all the ‘terms feeni above fuch 2 
 fenfe': is the revenge of ajealous God Tdow- 
laters, anid mercy to his Levers that is {poken of: 
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‘And the joyning this Command to the firft which 
fecleth our relation to God , with the Laws an- 
nexed in Deut, for the cutting off whole Cities 
( Parents and Children ) that turn from God to 
Idols, fheweth that it reached to Church-Commn- 
nion and Life. | 
2. And that it was not only to the J/raelites 
(whatever you chiefly mean) is proved both in 
that it ts in the Decalogue , and the proclaimed 
name of God, Exod. 34. 5, 6. and exemplified 
throughout the Scripture and in the Gofpel. 
2. As to the extent, we can hardly expect that 
the world fhould endure a thoufand Generations : 
‘Therefore it can mean but that God who bound- 
eth the punifhment. to the third and fourth gene- 
ration, will fet no bounds to the {ucceflion of his 
mercies while our capaciry continueth, And whart- 
ever the mercies. be, the expofition of this conti- 
auance concerneth you as much as me, | 
| 3: As to the conditions, I doubt not but it fup- 
pofeth thac the child at age. imitate the Parents in 
their Love or Hatred, duty or fin ; And that if 
on Repentance the Parent be forgiven, his fin may 
not be vifited to the third and fourth. And if a 
child of Godly Parents turn witked , che right is 
| 
4+ But the Commandment with the forefaid 
expofitton fhews, that God meaneth thar his Retrt- 
bution to Parents that Love or Hate him, thall 
extend to ther children as unlefsthey inter- 
ic at age by their own adts;' Aud afto their 
childrea gaa tales, then to Infants, 
And ic fpeaketh fuch a frate of mercy as can- 
» ris not 
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mot in reafon be conceived to: belong to them 


without, and can mean no lefs than Gods vifible 
favour, by which the Church ts differenced from the 
ig when Lovers and Haters are diftinguifhed 
ides, 
And when God hath Recorded this decreed 
granted diftin guified mercy to the children of tha 
faithful as fuch in the Tables of ftone , fureit is 
a vifible notsfication, which wi | make them Vifi- 
ble favorites and Church-members.as. foon as they 
vifibly exift. 

And the quatenns feemeth to. me to prove that 
it extendeth to af the children‘ of the faithful, 
becaufe it isto them as fuch. But itfolloweth not 
thar it muft extend to them all alike, as to equal 
mercies, nor yet thatthe fin of Parents after may 
make no kind of forfeiture. Burt of this I have 
[aid more in my Direttory. 


SECT. LXXXVII, to XCIV. 


R. B. Pfal. 102. 28. Jt ss a general 
| mife, the children of thy fervants fhall 
continue, and their feed fhall-be eftablifhed before 
thee, Jt is ufual in the Old Teftament to exprefs 
Gods favour by temporal bleffings , more than in 
the Gofpel , but yet. frill they fecure ws of his fa- 
cour. As, 1 will not fail thee, nor forfake thee, 
might fecure Jothua more than us of temporal [uce 
eles and yet not more of Gods never failing fas 


There 
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“There is A frable promi fe td all Gods people in 
eneral that have children Pfal. 103: 17. ‘But 
the mercy of the Lord is from ‘everlafting to ever- 
fafting upon them rhat fear him, and his righte- 
oufnels unto ¢hildrens children. And to be 
cured by promife of Gods mercy and rightcoufnef 
fs the fate of none without the Church. 

And if they were all co be kept out of the- 
Church , | [carce think that Children would ‘be 
called an heritage of the Lord, and the fruit of the 
womb his reward, P/al. 127.3. mor the man hap- 
py that hath bjs quiver full of them. Nor would 
the fucking children be called as part of the fo- 
lemn affembly to the humiliation , Joel 2. 16. 

There is a flanding promife ta all the juft, Prov. 
20.4. The juft man walketh in his integrity, his 
children are-bleffed after-him. There is no fore 
of men without the Church that 1s pronounced 
bleffed in Scripture. A bleffed people are Gods 
people , and thofe are the Church feparated from 
the curfed world. Qne lower bleffing will not de- 
nominate a man or fociety, a bfeffed man or foe 
ciety. 

If it were good argument then, Dent. 4. 37, 
becaufe he loved thy tachers, therefore he chofe 
their feed afcersthem, rhen it 13 good as to fa- 
vour in gencral, So Deut. 10.35. Pfal. 69. 36. 
Prov. 11-21. The feed of the righteous fhall be 
delivered. Jn 37. 26. there is a general 

wife to, er declaration of the righteous, that his 
feed is blefled, and then they are Church-members, 


Im Jia. 61.8, 9, at as promifed I think, of Go- 
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fel times, I will make an everlafting Covenant 


with them, and their feed fhall be known among — 


the Gentiles, and their off-{pring among the peo- 
ple : all chat fee them fhall acknowledge them, 
that they’are the feed which the Lord hath blef- 


fed. And cap. 62.12, Theythall call them the — 


holy people, the redeemed of the Lord: and thou 
fhalt be called, fought out , a city not forfaken. 
Gofpel promifes then extend to [ people and cities, | 
whereof Infants are a part. Ifa. 65. 23. they 
are the feed of the bleffed of the Lord, and their 
off-fpring with them. This és plain, and fall, 
and durable. 

What is neceffary to be [aid in anf{wer to the 

common objettions, as | that experience tells us 
all the feed of the righteous are not bleffed | with 
the like , I fuppofe already done in my book, of 
Baptifm. All the feed of the righteous are blef- 
fed, though not all with that bleffing which can- 
got be loft ana caft away by themfelves when they 
come to age. | a) 
_ Mr. T's Anfwers all contain the difficulty of 
nating by fulfilling of thefe promifes, and fo 
denying that they infer vifible Church-member- 
fhip: and he faith [ That without the Church a 
perfon may be pronounced bleffed, 1s apparent from 
dihmaels bleffing, Gert. 17.20. when he was ex- 
cluded the Covenant and caft our. | 

Reply. He was excluded the Covenant of pecu- 
liarity, but not the common Covenant of Grace 
made with mankind in Adam and Noe: And the 
Church was larger than the J/raelites Nation. 
The reft I leave to the Reader, 

SECT. 


= 
= 


a 
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SEGT. XCIV; XCV. 


R. B. YF you fay that the word [ feed | doth nat 
include Iufants. I anfwer, In- 
fantsare part of the feed of the rightcous, yea ak 
their feed are. firft Infants. If therefore God have 
made general promifes asto age and perfon, who is 
he shat dare limit it , without juft proof that in- 
deed God bath limited tt ? Deth.God fay, thatthe 
feed of the righteous are not bleffed rill theycome 
toage? If he pronounce the feed bleffed, they muft 
be bleed, when nocy, are firft fuch 4.feed.: And 
éf any one age might be more included than anog 
ther, one mould think it mut be that wherein they 
are fo metrly the feed of Juch as thar they ftand 
sot on any account. ef their own-allual 
faith or unbeluf. For the feed of the righteaws, 
as bave 4 promifed : But the feed o 
the righteous tarning them/elves to unrighteou{- 
turn from that , aud become ac+ 
cur fe | 
fuppofe kave alre been. more tedions 
than you. expected: I will sherefore add no more 
of thefe ip of Scripture , baving [aid that' 
svhich fatispeth me formerly to. the fame purpofe , 
| and having yet [een nothing that leaves me un- 
ms | taining fuch 4 Law or Covenant as you call for, 
| on declaring to us that God did make [uch a Law 
_ or Covenant, as good as thoufand in point of 
authority. 
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Mr. 7.’ Mr. B. noc holding children ih the womb 
bora to be vitible Church-members, all this may be retorte 


cd: They are part of the feed of the righteous. .. 


_ Reply. The whole feed (in the womb and born > 
are taken into this relation to God which ime« 
plyeth his blefling on them as feparated from the 
wicked, according to their capacity : An Infant im 
the womb is vifibly feparared to God, if youde~ 
nominate, vifibility from the notoriety or vifibilie 
ty of Gods promife that doth ir: Buc the perfor 
is not v/fible to you, though fenfible to the mo- 
thers As Chrift was the Head in the womb, fo 
far Infants are members, the Parents then pri« 
vately devoting them to God: I told you before; 
the vifislity of our ftate hath feveral gradations, 
To quibble thus on all Gods promifes to the chil- 
dren of the faithful by queftions and exceptions 
about embryo’s, abortives, Gc. is vanity. | 


a 


SECT. XCVI, XCVII. 


R. B. HE next Queftion that I {pould {peak 
to is, whether thefe Laws, or Coves 

nants, or Promifes, are capable of a revocation, 
or repeal? and J {hal take this for a que(tion 
that needs no further debate, among men that 
know what a Law or Promife is. Gods tmmu- 
tability and perfection may make [ome Laws un- 
vepealable , while the [ubjeit remains: but otber- 
wife the thing it felf 1s capable of it. Only where 
a Promife or Law is but for a limited time, 
when the time is expired it ceafeth, and the cef- 
[ations 


2 pation is a to the milling of it, equal to a rev2" 
“gation or abrogation, I putin this queftiom, deff 
foould bereafter change’ your mind and fay, 

| shat indeed se is a law, or promife, or covenant, 
by which the right of Church-member{hip 13 cons 
Prez and Inf ant s to God : but it is 
_ anfeunt Law or Covenant; | Anlw. If fo,thense 
cathe immediately or prefently tranfennt, or at 
| 4 certain limited time only, when it will ceafes. 
i 2 Tne former is certainly falfe and intolerable; 
| fe For, 1:They are promifes and laws for the future, 
| aid therefore ceafe not immediately. 2. That: - 
were to make God the moft unfaithful promifer 
‘and mutable Law-maker in the world, if bis pre- 
wife and his laws ceafe as foon as they are made. 
‘ Way it makes them. to be no laws or promifes: 

was one ftanding law and promifé that 

linged to the Nation of the Jews fucceffivelys And. | 
| 


God did not make bis promife anew to every Ine 
fant that was made aC 
bis law to every Parent toenter their Childrenin- ~ 
to his Covenant by the fign of Circumcifion, Were 
wot the untircumcifed in the Wildernefs 
|, made menibers by the efficacy of the former Cove- 
pant of God remaining in force. And did for 
mer Laws oblige to Circumcifion till Chrift ? Elfe 
! there were but few members, nor but few that cir- 
bumcifed warrantably,; if the promfe and precept 
_ did extend but to the perfon that it was firft dels- 
| wered to, and every one elfe muft likewife bave a 
perfenal promife and precept. The Mother of 
Corifh cannot then be proved ta have been. a 
Gaurch-member in Infancy. If it be faid thar 
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Bei promifes were limited in the making of théitej 
boa certdintime when they were to I fay when 
proved we {hall b I 
Aad falls jn with” whichss, — 
whether theft promifes indeed revoked and | 
fed , and: thefe: laws repealed ‘or ceafed. eAnd i] 
bere it is that I ave long expetted your folid 
proof, together: with the fatisfaltory anfwer to ' 
- arguments to the contrary, And fo I foall leave 
this-task,in. your bands. am that -Chriff 
never came to caft out of ‘the Church, but to ga- 
ther more in: lefs to caft ont allthe Infants, 
‘even all of that age in which bimfelf was bead of 
thas Church: But to gather together in one the’ 
shildren of God that were {cattered, John 11. 
And therefore be would oft bave gathered all 
rufalem and Judza, even the National Church that- 
then. was, unto himfelf, as the true head, even ae’ 
gathereth ber Chickens under her wing3, 
bey would not. It was not becaufe be” would 
not (a a ame, where Infams 
have no place ) caufe they would: net 
and fo caft out Sa and their Inf ants.Certain- 
«bp it as the joy of the formerly defolate Gentiles; 
that they {hall have many more children than 
foe that an Husband , and not fewer) 
Gal, age 27. we a Vaac are 
children of the promife , even that promife nA 
which extended to ahs Infants with the Parents. _ 
Gal. 4.28. 


Mr, 1 conceived a Promifé not im congréons ‘ 
For a Lay to the Pro- 


raifer, 
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Yer Tktiow not How corigrucufly it be fe! 
aled: "Tis truce, the att of promifing beinp ¢ranfeant 
@eaferln; what Cannot be repealed ; chat whiclrfsidane: . 

Reply. 1 perceive we' mutt difpute. our 
principles, as well asour Baptilm. Reader,»Gods 
promife in queftion is not a particular promifexe 
fome one perfon only , but his Recorded Inftru- 
ment of Donation, or ftablifhed writen or conti- 

_ nued word, which is the figz of his will: Ic is 
the fame thing which is called , the Premiant or 
Donative part of his Law, in one refpect, and his 
Teftament another, and his Donation or «Gift 

another, and his Covenanr as Conditional in 
anether, his Promife in anothers As [ He 
that believeth be faved \is the Rewarding 
sor ‘Giving of aLaw, andit is a Teftament, 
Covenann, a Promife, a Gift, all thefes. MriT: 
cannot fee how this promife can be repealed: 
what, not an univerfal promifing Law, or Gove- 
nant or Inftrument ? The queftion is not whether 
it ever was repealed, but whether i be repealea- 
ble, in congruous fenfe. Why may not the King 
make a Law that every one that killeth fuch and 
fuch hurtful creatures ( a Fox, ec.) or that kil- 
| eth an enemy. in war, fhall have foch a reward. 
» and repeale this Law or Promife. when he feeth 
caufe 2. Ethink the firft Covenant teafed by mans 
fin, without repea!. But I cannot fay that\no 
promife to the J/rzchites was repealed, upon their 
fin! The non-performance of the condition depri- 
verth the party of the benefir while it is unrepeal- 
| eds but may nor God thereupon repeal the Law 
or 


| 

i 

| 

| 

| 

| 


or Covenant, and null the very offer to pofterity 2 
Is it not fo as to the Jews policie and pecoliari- 
ty? What pains is taken in the Epiftleto the He- 
brews to prove the change of ‘the Covenant as 
faulty in comparifon of that which had better pro- 
mifes? But if you will call it ameer ceffarion, all 
is one as to our queftion in hand. | 


- 


SECT. XCVITI: 


R. B, " I end I fhall be bold to put two 
or three Queftions to you out of your 

laft Letter. Cueft. 1. Whether the circumeifed 
fervgnts of fold away to anotier nation , 
and fo feparated from the Civil flate of Ifrael , 
did eo nomine ceafe robe Courch-members, though 
they forfook not God? And fo of the Infants sf 
they were fold in Infancy? If you affirm st, then 
_ prove it. If you deny wt, then Infants might be 

(hurch-members that were not ef the Common- 
wealth, 

Mr. T. —. None was of right of the Jewifh Church 
was not of the Common-wealth. | 

Reply. But my Queftion was, when without for- 
faking God, they are forcibly feparated from the 
Jewith policy and fubjected to others, are they 
not members of the fill, though 
not of the Jews? | : 


| , 
45) 
. 
- 


BEC 
R.B.Queft.2. F ( as you fay) it was onthe Fews 


rejection of Chrift that they were 
broken off from being Gods people, were thofe thou- 
fands of Fews that believed in Chr aft fo broken 
off , or not , who continued fucceffively a famous 
Church at Hierufale m, which came to be a Patri- 
archal feat. Whether then were nog the children 
of the Difciples and all believing Fews Church- 
members in Infancy? If no, then it was fomewhat 
elfe than unbelief that broke them off. 


Mr. 7, They were broken off from the Jewith Church, 
nor by unbelief, but by faichia Chrift. 


Reply. This is too fhort an anfwer to fo great 
am evidence againft you. The Infants of the Chri- 
ftian Jews were the day before their Converfion 
members of the Jewtlh Church and of Gods uni- 
verfal Church, of which the Jews were but a 
part: For as he that is a member of the City is 
a member of the Kingdom, and a part of a part 
is a part of the whole, fo every member of the 
Jews Church was a member of Gods univerfal 
Church. Now, 1. The very Jews policy torally 
ceafed not till the deftruction of Ferufalem at 
leaft, 2. Burif it had, I ask, was it no mercy to 
bea member” both of the Jews Church and the 
univerfal? If not, the Jews loft nothing by being 
broken off ? If yea, how did the Chriftians Chil- 
dren forfeit it? Was it better to be of no vifible 
Church, than of the univerfal? The Jews were 
broken 
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broken off by unbelief you fay Chriftians In- 
fants were put out of that and the whole vifible 
Church by faith, or without unbelief. 


SECT. C. 

R. B. Queft. 3. -T Herher it be credible that 

he who came not to caft 
out Fews, but to bring in Gentiles, breaking down 
the partition-wall, and making of two one Church, 
wold have fuch a Linfcy Woolfey Church of par- 
ty colours, or feveral forms: fo as that the Church 
at Hierufalem fhould have Infant members, aud 
the Church at Rome fhould have nonel ? Fews In- 
fants {hould be members ind not Gentses? 


Mr. T. fo anfwereth as before, and needethno 
other Reply. 


’ 
— 


SECT..CL 
R. B. Queft. 4. ig unbelief brake them off , 


will not repentance graff them 
in? And fo fhould every repenting believing Fews 
Infants be 
Mr. T. Not their Infants —__-- 
Reply, Then it would be but a part of the peo- 
ple that would be graffed in, 


SECT. 


‘ 
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SECT. Cit. 
R. B. Quelt, 5. \ As not Chrifts Church be- 
fore bis incarnation [piri- 


tual, and gatheredin a fpiritual way ? 
Mr. 7. The invifible was; the vifible Jewifh Nation 
was not, 
gavey Not in comparifon of the times of matu- 
: but the vifible Jewilh frame had the Father 
of fpirits for Soveraign, and commanded fpirirual 


duties, upon promifes of ipirirual bleflings , even 
life Eternal. 


SECT, CIII. 


R. B, Queft. 6. Ow prove you that st was a 

blemifh to the old frame, 
that Infants were members ? Or that Chrifts 
Church then and now are of two frames: in ge, 
of the fubjetts age? 


Nr, T. It was a more imperfect ftate in that and other 
regards. 


Reply. I called for fome proof that the Infant- 
memberfhip was any part of the Church-imper- 
fection : If ix be not a blemifh, why muft it be 
done away : what, was the Church the worfe for 
Infants Rights? 


SECT. 


— 


al 
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SEC Tem 


R, B, Queft. 7. L* what regard w the new 
frame betcered by cafting out 
Infants which were in the old ?- 
Mr.\z; The Church is more {piri ual 


Reply. What, doth Infants Relation detra& 


from its fpiritualiry >? The adult have foulS and — 
bodies, and fo have Infants? The adult come in — 


by the fame kind of confent for themfelves, as they 


make for their Infants? The adult blemifh the — 


Church with more carnal fins than Infants do? 
The Kingdom would be never the more fpiritual nor 
excellent, if all Infants were disfranchifed : Na- 
ture teacheth all Kingdoms on earth to take them 
for members, though but Infant-members, 


SECT. CV. 
R. B. Queft. 8. any Tew at age 


was a member of the old 
Charch without profeffing faith (in the Articles 
nece{Jary to falvation ) repentance and obedience? 
And wherein the fuppofed new call and frame 
doth in this differ from the old. fave only that a 
more full and expref revelation ef Chrift , reaui- 
réth a more full expref faith? 
Mr. T. I know not what profeffion each Jew did make, 
Or was to mitke. 
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age): 

Rate I.would you had been. and 
profets confent to. Gods Cevenant,:.which 


A 


> ¥S. 30% ex 
‘Ou the wards near ths; end of 
Lester, that the [even 
Fons, and sowards the middle that.ogcar 
laneth the firft. for your motion. of my 
ly de|cribing the previledges. of. 
Mr. 7, es. me, for. wrong 

de make Hatte. 


SECT. evil, ‘vill. ‘art 


B. now gone thus far 
yous, on. enquiry into the truth, 
you be not too much offended with me, it 
conclude with afew que ions, 
Jef. Js it, not an undertaki | 
ly abfurd ab, ever learned ber 
tn the world .was.gui to maintain 
: that | Inf, were. usfible Cc 
any promife or prec but by a tran 
falt, and that there law 
it fo, but only, a fatt of. 
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| making, not by a Law, but by 
Tf not , either you muft jay, that God makes du- - 


Confident that: 


and that by-fich unréafonabl® arching 


J 


ST by: thie’ Fall you mean “Leps 


a faying is Tnfants' Were 
members not by Covenant, but by a Covenant- 
a Law-making 


without any law, and gtves right to the bene 
withont any promife;” or Covenant 
that it B no benefit to ave right 
and nd duty to enter 
that Ytlation; to accep: of thar and | to 
be devoted to God. Which ever o ways 


one you maft chufe, or ehange 


your opinson ) hath the world iat of any more 
ad ridiculous, or élfe more unber 
nga Divine , “froma er man of 


? Pardon the gh charge: Let 


ferent judge, 


ba To this I find no antwer worth the rea 


Sie nor\a great difgrace to al 
yor that\they will 

ite fue of ‘Schifm; dda 

they are righter’ and ‘wife th 


thefes whith one wold think. any 
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the 


man thontd laugh at rburknows: what’ a Daw 
or Covenant “And do You tnt free, 
that 
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that it i not becaufe of the evidence vf truth, but 
by your meer intereft or confident words, thefe 
people are changed and held to your optmon? Do 
they know what [ atranfennt fall u, that with- 
ont Law or Covenant makes Church. members 2? | 
I fay, do they know this? which no man that 
ever breathed till now, wor ever man will know 
ain ? And do you not proclaim, them men of 
asftempered confciences, that dare go on in fuch 
4 Schifm, on the encouragement of [uch fancies 
as were hatcht fo long after their perverfwn, and 
never waking man J think did before fo folemaly 
maintain? | 
_ Reply. I have nothing to fay here, but Mr.T. 
feems very angry at this, 


— 


SECT. CX. 
R. B. Queft. 3. |’ it not a defperate underta- 


ing, and dare’ you adven- 


ture on it, to juftifie all the world before Chrifts 


smcarnation except the Fews, from the guilt of 
not dedicating their children to God, to take him 
to be their God, and themfelvesto be his people? 
Yea, to juftifie all Fews againft this charge, that 
fhould neglect or refuse to engage their children to 
God in Covenant as members of bw Church ? 
And doth not he that faith there is no law, fay 
there 1s no tranfereffion ? 


Mr. 7. He doth -~ Let him. tremble at his defperate 
undertaking to uphold his Lie of Infant Church-mem- 
berihip and Baptfim by fuch Lies as thefe, and fear the 
ate of Liers, Re- 


| | 
| 
| 
| 


Charge not your felf , and I will nor 
it to your.confideration ,. whether the 
perfons that folemnly take God for their God 
according to Gods Covenant, and are by his vi- 
fible word of Covenant, taken b for his 
le, be not wifible members of the Church nni- 
verfal? And whether he that faich, There is no 
Law of God binding to dothys for his children, 
do not infer that they finnot by notdoing it? 


SECT. CXI. | 


R. B. Queft. 4. Are you yet juftifie alfo at 
| D the of the 
world fince (brifts incarnation from the guilt of 
fin, in not dedicating their children to Chrift, 
and entring them into bis Covenant as members o 
‘bis C “a ? Dare youmaintain that all the world 
finlefs in this refpett ? 
Mr. T. I dare juftifie the Non-baptizing them ——_ 
Reply. Here you make a modeft ftop. It feem= 
eth you dare not juftifie men for not folemnly 
dedicating them in Covenant to God, and vifi- 
bly engaging them to Chrift as members vifible of 
his Church. 
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SECT. CXII. 


R. B. Queft. §. Ave you well confidered of 
’ H the fruit of your ways ap- 
arent in England and Ireland at this day? Or 
you not enoughto make you {ufpett and 


fear whether indeed God own your way or not ? 


And is it any wonder if pofterity be left in con- 
troverfie avout the Hiftory of former times, when 
you can venture, even im thefe times when the 
perfons are living in our company, to tell me that 
[ you think, I am mif-informed that they are Ana- 
aptsfts, and you think that there are very few 
of them that were ever baptized, | when of many 
that we know , and multitudes that we hear of , 
there are fo few that were not before againft In- 
fant Bapt:{m, and the Seekers firft fuch, and 
when the Quakers themfelves commonly cry down 
Infant Baptifm, and it is one of the queftions 
that they fend to me, and others to anfwer, | bow 
we can prove it by expre{s Scripture without con- 
fequences, or elfe confefs our felves falfe Pre- 
hets. 
f Reply. The anfwer to this I leave to the Rea- 
ders judgement. 


SECT. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| | 
‘ 
F 


(155) 


SECT. CXIII. 


R. B. Queft. 6. H* you felt the guilt which 

we too ftrongly fear you 
have incurred, of the perverting of fo many fouls, 
opening them [uch a gap to [chifm, contempt of 
the eMinifiry, and Apoftafie, deftroying a hopeful 
reformation that coft fo dear: or weakning our 
hands in the work, and filling the adverfaries 
mouths with [corn, enticing the Fefuites and Fri- 
ars to feem your profelytes, and lift themfelves 
among you, as the bopeful party to befriendtheir 
canfe, hardning thoufands both of the Papifts and 
profane, and fetling them again on their dregs , 
when many once beganto {hake! O what aChurch | 
might we have bad, and were likely to have had? : 
Had it not been for the Separatifts and you? 
And what a lamentable confufion are we ow 
brought into by thefe? Have thefe things touche 

ur heart? 

Reply. Mr. T. here is angry, and .I wonder 
not, one ftone he {natcheth up from Do. Owens 
Appendix, and one from the Scotch Church, 
atid Elders, and the Church at Kederminflerjand 
the Worcefter{hive Aflociation, which few before 
him I think have faid much againft. 


SECT. 
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er eat ‘fail, 


uch. hazards us 


have 


fraud out in 
pably uxreafonable ‘When you 
phe revegation of Infants 
faik? thie.a fafe.ground ro build fo 
4 weight. on Sir, es witneffeth: 
your. reproach that. ss. the. 
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ome 


compaljion on. you, [carn st more 
your poor followers and moft the Chirch 
yon fe much asd troubled. 


| Reply. Here T, is angry ‘which is the 


RE. 8. you prove. that ever there 
(particular on Adam abext 200 
Aes. that the whersin 
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Fates were tor de taken for tember: ofits 
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‘Men you hame “were «baptized ‘ at at age 
te: are -told you elewhete. 
t prove that’ orhers ‘were’ fot *ba 


¢ the 
int Your ‘52 Sect. Tehi 


Be Queft Ae pon tring ts proofof 


fant trae Charen. 


Was 
bimfelf 
fromthe creation till tit day ? excepe the 
the benefit’; whofercafe 
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reply to thefe, which yon 


| | ficient vacancy from ‘oreater works. Tea, 


C158 ) 
babe altually made up of fuch fubjetts, asin regard 
OF age be asfalowed ? And fuffer bis Church tobe 
wrong framed\till now? Or ws st a reafonable , 
and lawfil undertaking , to go about now 
jn the endof the world to makg God a new fra-: 
Church, as to the age of the [ubjetts? And 
is it not more modeft and fafe, to live. quietly én 
a Church of that frame as all the Saints in Hea- 
vem lived in, till the other day, as a few. Ana- 
baptifts with vile and fwifil-means , and mifera- 
ble fuccef, did attempt analteration? ~ 

Mr. T. here denieth the fuppofitions : I leave 
the Reader to judge how truly. | 


R:B. S IR, pardon the weaknef, and bear,with 
the plainnef and freene/s of ~Tour 
faithful Brorber ( though not as is meet J Rich. 
Sir, if you have any bing of moment to fay, 
not yet in your 
writings brought forth , I {hall be willing to con- 


| | ) fider of st: But if you have not, I pray you tell 


me fo én two words, and {pare the reft of your 
pains ( as for me.) and trouble me no more with 
matters of this nature. For truly I have no lif 

am 
confirained to forbear much greater than thefe. 
Re By. After “this be tells me , that whereas J 
preached a Sermon at Bewdley ; in which I re- 


fated by many arguments Infants viftble Church- 


member {bip, 
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mber flip, I muft be cisher mutable or. bypocriti= 
a Law and Ordingnce which I 
tock, om,me then to.xefute, and defiresa Copyof 
that Sermon, that be may. fhew the fad 
ana vanity of thofe my arguments. 

\, Reply Reader, to Mr, anger at thefe ten 
Queftions I muft. fay, the dolefulnefs of 
the Churches cafe, conftrained me \in of 
heart to. deal plainly. with him.. 

2, But.it was.in.a private letter , extorteds by 
his importunity , and. publifhed to the world by 
himfelf and. not..by me; who. confefs that this 
plainnefs was too great for me tohave ufed tohim 
publickly : But fecret admonition difparageth 7 
nor~to- others. It hath now been by himfel 
about nineteen years divulged to the world, and 
I did not fo much as trouble his patience by a 
word of anfwer, and litle thought ever to doit: 
Bur Major Danvers, his loud invitation. hath drawp 
me" to give them this Farewell. 


“HE. Readet muft here take noticethar Tam 

not bere called to prove Infants _Ghurch- 
member(hip out ef the New. Teftament, but.to 
fhew out of rhe Old chat they were vifible Church. 
members before by.a Grantor Covenant, which 
Chrift, hath not repealed. The reft ¢ out. of the 
New/Teftament ) I bave done Jong ago. in my 
Treatife of Infant Church-memberthip and Ba- 
prifm, which Mr. T..is fo much’difpleafed. ar 
And indeed Ithink that the proofs aré plain, Seek 
objgctions may be difficult ro be anfwered, 


ef] pecially 
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elpetially by thofe who have not throughly cot 
the cafe. When I fet together Chrifts 
own Infant memberfhip, and his kind reception 
of and his chiding thofe that would have 


them -off, and his offers of taking in allthe 
| Jewith Nation into his Church, and chat they 
| were broken off by unbelief, and confequently the 

feed of Believers fior broken off fromthe Church 


univerfal , and that whole houfholds are oft faid 
to be baptized; and thac Pax/ pronounceth Belie-. 
yers children holy, and thar Chrift exprefly , 
Maik. 28. commandeth his Minifters as much 
asin them liethto Diftiple all Nations baptizing, 
and ir’s prophefied that the Kingdoms of the 
world fhall be madethe Kingdoms of Chrift, and 


there is no Nation or Kingdom on earth that In- 


fants are not members of ; All this and much 
more feemeth to me a plain revelation of Gods 
Will, that as he never a Church which ex- 
Cluded Infants, fo he doth not now exclude them. 
And it is exprefly faid of the Jews chat were 
all baptized unto Moles in the cloud and in the fea, 
t Cor. 10. 2. where doubtlefS the Apoftle inthe 
name had refpect to our being baptized into 
Chrift , of which theirs was a typical Baprifm ; 
And it is not faid in vain that they wert [ af ba- 
ptized | including their Infants, but as part of the 
Analogic, asif he had faid [ cs we now are all 


baptized into Chrift. } 


 Thefe things feem to me a certain notificati- 
on of Gods will herein , which in the forefaid 
former. Treatife I haye tullier opened and im- 
proved. And fhould I ftand to anfwer all ary 
wor 
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words’ that Mrs Tombes’ hath faid again it , 
fhould neediefly tire the'Reader and my Self, 
lofe ‘thar rime which I eannor {pares 


A onfhtation of Mr, Tomibes’s Reafons $28 
‘by which he pretendeth to prove that Infants 
were not reckoned to the vifible Church-Chri+ 


“tian in the Primitive times, nor are nows 


Mr. T. | thus: If no Infants were 
part of the vifible Charch-(brifti- 
an in the Primitive times, then whatever Ordi™ 
nance there were of their vifible memberfhip be- 
fore, muft needs be repealed: But the antecedent 
is true, eYgo, the confequent The Antecea 
dent I prove thus. If in all the days of Chrift 
on earth, andthe Apoftles, no Infant was a part 
or member of the vifible (hurch Chriftian , then 
not in the primitive times: Bur, &c. Ergo, 
The Minor proved t. All vifible members 
of the Church. Chriftian were to be baptized: But 
zo Infants wereto be baptized: Therefore no In- 
fants were vifible members of the Chriftsan 
Anf. 1. To the Majors they weté fo Be 
ptifed after Chrifts baprifm was inftiruted, 
28.15. but not before, when yet the Chriftian 
Church was exiftent in Chrift and his Difciples: 
Therefore Chrift was not baptized inhi§Infancie. 
'2, To the Minor, If his bate affirmation would 
prove that Infants were not'to be baptized, what 
need he write"bisbooks * 
mM Mri Ts 
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(162) 
Ts 2+ They were not vifible members of 
: the Church-Chriftian whewere not of the body of — 
(hrift: But no Infant was of the vifible body of 
Chrift, proved from 1 Cor. 12.13. All that were 
‘of the body of Chrift were made to drink into one 
fpirit inthe Cup of the Lords Supper: But no lie 
fant was made to drink into one [pirit , for none 
of them did drink that’Cup, 

eAnjw. Denying the- Minor, I anfwerto the 
proof : 1. To the Major: 1. Mr. 7. elfewhere 
pleadeth that 1 Cor. 12. fpeaketh of the Church- 
invilible only , and yet now he maketh it to be 
the vifible. 2 { All] isoft put for the General:- 
ty and not a proper aniverfality: And it feemeth 
hard to prove that every vifible member bath the 
Spirit, which is exprefly there faid of all the mem- 
bers, though whether Baptifm and the Lords Sup- 
per be included, Mr.7. elfewhere maketh difpu- 
table. But I grant thacit is fpoken of the Church 
as vifible , and that all the members ordinarily 
having Spiritws Sacramentum, are in judgement 
of charity faid to have the Spirit; 3, Bur if Sa- 
craments be indeed here included as he affert- 
eth, then Laptifm is firft included: and fo if we 
prove Infants Church-members , this Text will 
prove them to. be baptizable, ‘according to Mr. T. 
Remember thar. 4. But that Mr. 7.’s expofition 
is not tee, that every member drinketh of the Cup 
imphe Dard: Supper, he may be turned about to 
confefs Himfecli: For, 1. Doubilefs he thinks that 
this Chapter dpeaketh of the Church not only as 
vilible if at all ) but as invifible alfo; and he 
oft fauh that many real members of Chrifts bo- 
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dy have nor the Sacrament. 2. By this his. ex: 


pofition, his adult Baptizing'fhould not make or 


prove any. to be vilible Church-members till they 
drink of the Cup; though it'were a year or ma- 


ny years, 3. And ‘no one that liveth without 
the Lords Supper through fcruples (about Church. 
orders, or their. own fitnefs,, which are the.cafes 


multitudes ) fhould be vilible members: Nor 
thofe chat live where they cannot have the Sacra- 
ment : Nor any Lay-man in allthe Popifh Church, 
where the Cup is denied the Laicy. ae 
2. To the Minor, Infants mighc be baptized in- 
tovone fpirit by the initiating Sacrament, in order 
to the reft to be parcaked of in due time : And 
as not every fa Natiural-fufpen- 
fion of further priviledges, nullifiech not mems 
berfhip. 

eMr.T. 2. From 1 Cor. 10. 17. All that were 
one body and one bread did partake of that one 
bread which was broken: But no Infant did pare 
take 


take of ic before the inftitution: 2. No baptized 
perions partake of it in the interfpace between the 
two Sacraments: which with fome is a long time; 
3. A baptized perfon may die before he drink- 
eth that Cup; or may live where it is not law- 
fully to be had. 4. Church-memibers may’ be 
_ fufpended from the Lords Table. Therefore the 
text fpeaketh not of every member, bur of. the 
ordinary communion of capable perfons.. - 


T. Eph. 4. 5. The whole Church is 


bodice, and hath one Lird, and one faith: But nd 
Infant bath one faith | M 2 Anfws 


Anfw. Chrift and his Difciples did not par- 


+ 

, 


*Anfw. 1. Te is fpoken of the generality of the 
nobleft and capable members , denominating the 
Church : The Apoftle faith-nor that-every mem- 
ber hath all thefe, but [ There ss one Lord, one 
faith, &c..] Chrift had not one Lord ( being 
Lord himfelf as here underftood ) and yer 
‘was amember: Chrift in the womb cannot be. 
proved to have actually had thar one faith, and 
he was long the chief member before he was ba- 

By 34 prized: And whether ever the twelve Apoftles 

were, is uncertain. 

i 2. The Text feemeth chiefly to fpeak of the 
Doftrine of faith, called objettive faith one 

Creed: And this the Church might have, and yet 
hor ‘each member actually believe. For, 3. The 
Parent in faith devoting himfelf and his Infant to 


: God , his Faith and Confent is reputatively the 
Childs , who is ufed as a member of the Pa- 
rent, | 


“eM. T. 3. They were no members of the vi- 
fiole Church, who were left out of the number of 
the whole Church, all the Believers, the mutlt:- 

tude of the Difciples , &c. But Infants are left 

put of the number in all places inthe New Te/fta- 

ment, Ergo: 

 Anfw. 1. Many texts fpeak of all that were 

| prefent only ,; and many fpeak only of fuch as 

| the prefent matter did concern = And it is moft 
ufual to denominate Al or the Body from the No- 

ble’ and Greateft part, ‘If you were to defcribe 

| a Kingdom, would you not fay that it is a Civil 
Society of ‘rational creatures men ) confent- 
“Hig to the mutual Relations of King and 49 
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and Jntention fhould: be in the definition, Infants 
have none of thefe in act, and yet who doubteth 
but Infants.are members of the Kingdom. ( of eve~ 


ry Kingdom under Heaven that I have read of? )So_ 


you know thar we take Infants to be members of 
our Churches now’: And yer is it not,jufu- 


al with us to fay that af the Church met tobear, 


or to do this or that ? When yet the Infants and 
many uthers might be abfent. 

The Texts Mr. T. alledgeth are , Acts 1. 15. 
The number of the names together were about 
120. | 


Anfw. Though I take not the Church thenso 


be fu numerous as fome do, yet reafon is reafon : 


Can we think that when Chrift was feen after his 
re{urrettion of more than 500 Brethren. at once, 
that only 120 of them were Chriftians ? Andcan 
we think that Nicodemus and fFofeph of Arima- 
thea and many more, were not rimerous faint. 
hearted Chriftians? It’s like that the text mean- 
eth that this 120 was the number of thofe bold 
confirmed Chriftians who fo quickly after Chrifts 
death appeared in open. profeffion and conjunction 
with the Apoftles, and had opportunity to affem- 
ble at that time and place. 
‘The next is Act.2. 1. They were all with one 
accord in one place. efit 
An{w. This needeth no other anfwer than as 


before. The other texts, AD. 2. 4154.4. 4045 
23,24. & §.11,13,14. 6. 1,2,7. & 8. I. 

1§+22- 1 Cor. 14423. need no other anfwer : 
Fis 


anid the duties of each for the common welfare ? 
You would fo define ic as thar Reafom, Confent 
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(164) 
Anfw. 1. Te is fpoken of the generality of 
nobleft and capable members, denominating the 
Church : The Apoftle faith not that every mem- 
ber hath all thefe, but [ There as one Lord, ‘one 
faith, &c..] Chrift had not one Lord ( being 
Lord himfelf .as here underftood ) and yet 
‘was a member: Chrift in the womb cannot be. 
proved to have actually had that one faith, and 
he was long the chief member before he was ba- 
prized; And whether ever the twelve Apoftles 
were, is uncertain. : 

2. The Text feemeth chiefly to fpeak of the 
Doftrine of faith , called objettive faith . one 
Creed: And this the Church might have, and yet 
hor each member actually believe. For, 3. The 
Parent in faith devoting himfelf and his Infant to 
God, his Faith and Confent is reputatively the 
Childs , who is ufed as a member of the Pa- 
rent, 
eM, T. 3. They were no members of the vi- 
fiole Church, who were left out of the number of 
the whole Church, all the Believers, the mult:- 
tude of the Difciples , &c. But Infants are left 
out of the number in all places in the New Tefta- 
ment, Ergo: 
 Anfw. 1. Many texts fpeak of all that were 
prefent only ; and many fpeak only of fuch as 
the prefent matter did concern : And it is molt 
ufual to denominate Al or the Body from the No- 
ble and Greateft part, ‘If you were to defcribe 
a Kingdom, would you not fay that it is a Civil 
Society of rational creatures men confenr- 
ing to thie mutual Relations of King and 1p 


TT 
u 
j 
i 
| 
‘| 
; 


C295"). 


and the duties of each for the common welfare ? 


- You would fo define ic as thar Reafon, Confent 
and Jnrention fhould: be in the definition. Infants 
have none of thefe in act, and yet who doubteth 
but Infants.are members of the Kingdom. ( of eve~ 
ry Kingdom under Heaven that I have read of? ) So 
you know that we take Infants to be members of 
our Churches now’: And yer is it not, )ufu- 
al with us to fay that af the Church met to bear, 
or to do this or that ? When yet the Infants and 
many uthers might be abfent. 

The Texts Mr. T. alledgeth are, Acts 1. 15. 
The number of the names together were about 
120. 


Anfw. Though I take not the Church then to 


be fu numerous as fome do, yet reafon is reafon : 


Can we think that when Chrift was feen after his 
rve{urrettion of more than 500 Brethren. at once, 
that only 120 of them were Chriftians ? And can 
we think that Nicodemus and Fofeph of Arima- 
thea and many more, were not rimerous faint- 
hearted Chriftians ? It’s like that the text mean- 
eth that this 120 was the number of thofe bold 
confirmed Chriftians who fo quickly after Chrifts 
death appeared in open profeiiion and conjunction 
with the Apoftles, and had opportunity to affem- 
ble at that time and place. ) 
The next is Act.2.1. They were all with one 
accord in one place. ii 
 Anf{w. This needeth no other anfwer than as 
before. The other texts, Ac. 2. 41544. O40 45 


23,24. §.11,13,14. 1,2,7. & 8. I. 


1§+22. 1 Cor. 14423. need no other anfwer: 
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Histexpofition would’ fometimes exclude worten 
‘and Fometimes thatiy of the men Doth he believe’ 
or woman was a member of the Church, 
22. who did not fend men of their owas 
company ? Nor any ‘man or woman a member of | 

thesOburch' ar“Ferufalém, thar did ‘not being feat." 

 tered-govabopt Preaching, At. 8.1, ce. 1 Core” 
is faid, Yow may all prophefic, and yeowo=™ 

4. ‘They were no part of the Chriftian” , 
| Church vifible whom the things afcribed ro the 

whale Church did not-agree: Bur the things ' 

to the whole Ghriftian Church vifible did not.» 
This’is fully anfwered already. It is 
moft ufual to afcribe shat to a Church or other’ 

Society, which is done ‘only by the moft confide, 
As Efaid before, when ratiohal Con ._ 
fent, Contract, Imention, are aforibeditaa King=! 
dom; which. is conftituted by the confent of King» 
and Subjects: and: ‘yet Infants are members 
confent nor, fave by their Parents.” The Church: 
metteth to: choofe a-Puftor, when yet the women 
meet nor: Fhe Chorch admonifheth faulry 
member;when evcry woman doth nor admioniffy 
him Churches'meet al) to hear, wh@g@Chil- 
dren mcét not, whom we take for ‘members’: 
hele, are not fatisfactory ‘allegations; being 
trary. to common ufe of words , and to many.’ 

Fae. Minor is proved ,*Matth: 165 | 
Rook, wil build my. viz. by 
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When. Preathing»conyerted ‘thé: Pa». 
rents, they devoted themielves to God, and‘ all 
that’ were, in. their and power. and: thac. 
Preaching. brought in: by confequence the “Infamy 
‘that, did,siot hear... it, 1. Chrift 
mandeth. the difcipling of Nations and baptizing 
them (that-is, as much the Preachér lieth 
But. Infants-are part of thofe. Nations: There- 
fore he commandeth the difeipling and baptizing 
of . Infants. (.as much.as in the Preacher day, ~ 
_ which could:be done but by the fuccefs of preach- 
ing onthe*Parents, 2, The Kingdoms of the world. 
are made the Kingdoms of the Lord and of bu. 
 Chrift: But Infants are members of all 

Kingdoms, : But thisyis done large elfe- 
2, called to be Saints. 
2» 47-8 §. 14%. They that were added to the 
Church did hear and believe, 
Anfors Twill not weary,.the Reader with rea. 
peating the fame. anfwers to the like things... ... . 
Mr. T. 5. They who are. not reckoned Chrifts 
Difciples. were nor, vilible Church-members: But. 
Infants are no’ where reckoned as Chrifis Difeie. 
What is faid before tothe other. 
—Texes, anfwereth all thefe,. The Actions of adulr; 
-Difciples only were,in mention.. 2..Infants are. 
called Difciples, Aéts 1g. as haye elfewhere . 
proved, on: whofe neck the yoak of Circunicifi- 
on was laid, And in Jdarrh..28. 19. when.Na- 
tions are to be difcipled. 3.:Mr.,7« himfelf confel- 
feth that Chrift was habitually ‘and by defignation a 


4 
| 
~~ 
> > 
— 
4 
ax 
4 
| 
» 
“4 
> 
J 
~ 


(268) 


Prophet in Infancy, and that fo may Infants be 
jciples. 
wi. T, 6. Uf in the diftribution of the mem~ 
bers of the Church then, Infants are not compre- 
bended, then Infants were not vifible Church, 
members ———— But, &c. | 
Anfw. Here he inftanceih in 1, The fex, 
Men and Women, 2. Jews and Gentiles, 5. Cir- 
cumcifion and uncircumcifion, mentioned, but not 
Infants, But if Infants be of neither fex, male 
nor female, nor of Jews or Gentiles, nor circum- 
cifion nor uncircumcifion, I plead not forthem. 

2. If thole Texts cited by you mention not In-, 
fants, others do, as I have elfewhere » proved : 
Our children are called Holy, and a blefled feed, 
and received by Chrift, and of fuch is the King- 
dom of God, ce. And you confefs it of Chrift 
himfelf in his Infancie, and yet now forget it, . 
or contradict, your felf, 

Mr. T. 2. I argue from the common received 
Gefinitions of the vifible Church , Acts 19. of the 
Church of England ; A congregation of fasthful 
min -~~— 

Anfw. And fo Kingdoms and all Societies that 
Infants are members of, are accordingly defined, . 
as is aforefaid, You cannot deny it. And was 
not the Church before Chrifts incarnation a focie- 
ty of faithful men, when yet you confefs that 
Infants were vifible parts of is 2 
Mr. T.3. 1 argue, Theyare no vifible members 
of the Chriftian Church, to whom no note where- 
by a vifitle Chriftian Church er Church-member- 
difcernaile, doth agree: But, &c. ergo— 

Anfw. 
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An {ws When.a man thinks only what to ay 


for his caufe, and never thinks what can_be faid 
againft it, his judgement is of little value. 1, All 
that agreeth to Infants which was requifite 16 & 
vifible Infant member before Chrifts coming ; 
And do you noi confefs that they were members 
then among the Jews? 2. Did nothing in Chrift 
himfelf in Infancy agree with vifible memberfhip 2 
Yes, the open Revelations of God as to a vifible 
perfon: You confefs before as much as I need. 
3. The effentiating qualification of a Church- 
member, is Covenant-confent, fuch as God ac- 
cording to the fenfe of his offered Covenant will 
accept as fuch: But Infants have this Covenant< 
confent, feeing they confent by their Parents who 
are entrufted todo it for them, as if they were 
parts of themfelves : As the Jews Infants did. 
Mutual confent of God and themfelves by their Pa- 
rents is it that makeththem members. I have oft 
wondered to read in orthodox Divines, that the 
Word purely preached, Sacraments and Difcipline, 
are the marks of the true Church. No doubr 
but Heart-confeut to the Bapti{mal Covenant 
Grace makeih a fincere member of the true Chure 
( which the Infant doth by the Parent, ) and pro- 
feffed confent to the fame Covenant maketha vi- 
fible member (which regularly muft be by Ba- 
ptifm for inveftiture.) Buta true Church may long 
by perfecution be hindred from publick affem- 
blies, Preaching, Sacraments and Difcipline ; 
And may have much corruption in all thefe, 

Mr, T. maketh this mutual confent as two 
diftintt pretended Notes ; denying esther of them 
to be true marks, | | An[ 
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Anfw. Neither the Princes confent alone, nor 
thre, Subjects alone maketh a Common-wealth : Nei-. 
ther the Husbands confent alone, or the Wives 
maketh a marriage, but both conjunc: So here; 
Mutual confent maketh a Church-member: Bur: 
fo, that. Gods Confent is the Donative efficient 
caufe, and mans confent 18 the receptive canfe, 
which is condjtio fine gua non. They thac will 
not impartially think of plain cales cannot under- 
ftand them. Your unthankful denying that God 
hath made any fuch Promife, Covenant or Con- 
fent , is elfewhere confuted: And if I fhall fay 
with Davenant and the Synod of Dore that this 
Covenant being the fame thar is made with Pa-. 
rents themfelves , giveth the Children the fame 
Right to Parden and Life eternal according to 
their capacity, fothat fasthful Parents fhould not 
doubt ef the Salvation of their Children dying in 
Infancy ( ut Synod. Dort. Art.1.c.17.) I could 
better with them bear the confequence ( of the 
fofs of Gratia Infantilis in fome at age ) than 
the confequents of your turning them all out of 
the vifible Church, The former I know no Chri- 
ftian that ever oppofed for many and many hun- 
dred years after Chrift, and the latter the uni- 
verfal Church as long oppofed: And yet I will 
not fubfcribe that { Je is certain by the word of 
God that baptized Infants dying before ackual fin, 
are certainly faved, | without excepting the In- 
9 of Heathens or Infidels, wrongfully bapti+ 
zed. 
Mr. T. 4. J argue : They who have not the 
form conftituting and denominating vifible 
Conrcha 
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Church-member, are not vifible Church-membersi 
But. Ergo. Profeffion of faith is the form conftitu- 
ting, &c. | 
eAnjw. 1. Covenant Confent is the form con-' 
ftituting ex parte Recipientis, and this they have 
reputatively in their Parents , whofe will is as 
theirs. 
2. The Jews Infants had the form conftitu- 
ting a vifible member as youconfefs. And that. 
was not circumcifion , For the uncircumcifed fe- 
males , and males too in the wildernefs were 
vilible members : Nor was it to be born of ews ; 
For apoftate Jews forfeited it, and Profelytes of 
other Nations obtained it :- But it was [by confent 
to Gods Covenant. 
3. And Chrift wasa vilible member by Divine, 
Revelation. His arguings would. make againft 
Chrifts Righteoufnefs Imputed to believers, and 
Adams or the Parents fins :mputedtothem, — 
Mr. T. §. Jf Infants be vifible Chriftian 
Church-members,then there may be a vifible Church- 
Chriftian which confifts only of Infants of belic- 
vers—— But this is obfurd : Ergo. | 
Anfw. Such quibbles feem fomething when 
the Will giveth them their force, 1. Infants are — 
members of all Kingdoms under Heaven : And 
yet there geither isnor can bea Kingdom of In- 
fants only. 2. Members are Effential or Inte- 
gral. Becaufe the exercife of the faculties of the 
Pars Imperans and Pars fubdita is the intended 
means to the Common Good, which is the End 
of Government, therefore there can be no Go- 


verned Society , Kingdom or other proper Poli-— 
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ee which men that have the ufe of Reafonare 

r members : that there be fome fuch to be 

the Active parr is Effential to the Society : Bur 

yet Infants thar are yet but virtually fuch , are 
Integral members. 

Mr. T. 6. J argue: If Infants’ be vifble 
Church-member's , there 18 fome (aufe of it > But 
there 16 no Canfe: 

Anfiw. The Caufe efficient is Gods Revealed 
&g Donation and Covenant Confent: The Caufe Re- | 

| ceptive or the Condition of Reception, is Thar 
this be the Child of a Confenting believer. 

Mr. T, To this 1. Mr. T. denyeth any fuch 
Covenant of grace to the faithful and their feed 
| ( whichis foon faid. ) 
He faith rhe promiferh 
at cation , Salvation, on Condition of faith, 
and not vifi ible Church-memberfhip, and fo belongs 
to all as Mr. B. ce. 

Anfw. 1. It giveth both Juftification and vi- 
fible memberfhip , that is , Right to both and 
many other Covenant benefits. 2. It belongeth 
Conditionally to all , and Conditionally gives 
union with Chrift and his Church, and Pardon and 
life to all’: But aéually to none, ullthe condi- 
| tion be performed ; which is a believing Parents 
| confent , and regularly his Baptifmgal dedica- 
| von. 

Mr. T. Jf there were aCovenant to the faith 

ful and their feed, to be their God, yer this would 

‘mot prove their Infants Chriftian vifible Church- 
wiember{bip : As he is the God of Abraham, of 
Infams dying inthe wombs of believers at the hour 
of death 
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: ‘Anfw. true, if they be not the Children | 
of wifible believers , becaufe they are not vifibl 
capable fubjects. But it being fuchthat we ff 
of, your three inftances are abufive. 1. Abra- | 
bam is a vifible Church-member of the Church : 
Triumphant where he tse I will not believe you | 
if you deny it, 2. Infants of vifible Chriftians 
dying in the womb, arein that degree vifible | 
Church-members as they are vifible perfons ; that 
is, Icis a knownthing that they are the children 
of God according to their capacity. 3. One vi- 
fibly believing at the hour of death is a vifible 
Church-member : One not vifibly believing be- 
longeth not to our cafe. 

Mr. T. Jf allthefe which Mr. B. makes the 
caufe or condition, may be in att, and the effet 
not be, then the caufe which Mr. B. affignéth 
not fufficient. ‘ But cc. For they may allbe be- 
fore the child is born. | 

Anfw. A meer quibble. 1. Before heis born 
Itell you as far as he is vifibly the child of a 
vilible Chriftian, fo far he is a vifible unborn 
member : But as to that degree of vifible memt- 
berfhip which is proper to born baptizable In- 
fants , two caufes are wanting to the unborn : 
1. Gods confent or donation ; For though the 
Promife as a donative Inftrument was exiftent a 
thoufand years beforc, it effe@eth not the gift 
till che fubjeé&t be Receptive or capable : God 
may promife athoufand years before in diem om 
fub conditione , which fignifyeth his conmfene. that 
fo and then itthall be due , and not otherwife or 
before. Thefe eafie things fhould not be thus 

winked 
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inked at. The Parents confext is wanting?! 
though the Parent dedicate the child. in 
womb to God by promife, yer he doth not des 
liver him up in the baptifmal Covenant vifi- 
ble perfontiliheisborn. . 
Mr. T. reciting my: anfwer. elfewhere faith 
Ie deferveth ajmile: For'I make Chrift by bis 

w or Covenant-grant on? caufe efficient | 
The reft of hiswords are To tell us that Fufti- 
fication Gc. bath a further efficient after the Cos 
venant.s which caufeth Fuftificability, but not attu- 
al Fuft.fication without mans faith. 2. That J ~ 

err in taking wifible member [hip to be a Right, and 
- Anfw,. Urake mot that for the picture of ‘the 
wifeft man, whom the Painter draweth laughing 
or fmiling. am now confirmed in that 
fancy. 1. A Teftament or Deed of Gift in di- 
em which faith Ar feven yearsend that land fhall be 
yours be the only efficient Inftrument,long be- 
ore. exiftent)and yer give you_no right till the 
time , andthen pive it > Beeaule, it effeteth but 
by fignification of the. Donors will, Muft the 
Chriftendom of Kingdoms be impetuoufly que- 
ftioned by men know nor fuch rudiments. as 
thefe 2? ~ 2. That Juftification which is given us az 
which is [ our Right: to Jmpune- 
ty and Life ‘tsis the Immediate effect, of the Co- 
venant Donation and mans faith no éficzent. 
but a Recspient caufe of it ( As even they confels 
that call tt a Receiving Inftrument )- And”yet 
we haveit nortill we believe or conjent. o 
Would have thought tharfuch amin as youhad 
| taken 
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taken your own faith to be an efficient canfe 
your own Fuffification , and fo that you jafts 
your felf 2 And what if one give land to youand — 
your , heirs ? It.is noneiof theirs till they are ig 


being : And yet their birth isn0 efficient cauje, 


but, only the caufe of the fubjects receptive capa 
city, 1 am afhamedshat, you put.me thus to cate- 
_ .\Mr..T. 5. If -vifible Church-memberfhip be 
antecedent to the sutereft perfon hath im the 
Covenant, then, the Covenant ss not the canfeof 
Theword[ Tatereft may fignifie theInte- 
reft that fallen mankind hath in, the Covenant as — 
conditional antecedent to mans confent : And 
thus. I, fuppofe neither you nor here: {peak of © 
it. , But if by my youmean, thar am 
the perfon to whom.the Covenant giveth a pre= 
fent Right co its benefits, I anfwer, Some bene- 
fits follow jong aker. : but when I confent,then | 
Lamthe perfon to whom the Covenant givetha 
prefent Right to with Chrift, inthe firft n- 
ftant, and confequently with his Charch or body 
in the fecond: fo that here is nofuch thing as 
your feigned memberfhip before Covenant in- 
tereft,. that. is, before:a Right to that Relation 
by Gods donation... And as. to your former 
dream that this is not a Right and moral ‘effec 
but a it was your {elf and. not that” 
fubjected you to the fhame of fuch an affertion, 
which I will no mote 
Mr. T.. 6..Jf the Covenant be the anly 
cfivient , then Infants. dought Orphans. of beers 
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wholly at our difpofe no members, 

Ce 

Anfw. No friend of truh will run into the 
dark with a controverfie, and argue 4 minus notis, 
Many judicious Divines think thar Gods Cove- 
nant with Abrabams Intants born in his houfe , 
| proveth that two things goto make up the capaciry 
| of an Infant for bapufm : 1. That hebe bss own 

and at his di/pofe who offereth him to God. 2. 
That he be offered or dedicated by a (onfenting 
Owner, Nowtheir reafonis becaufe if they be 
our own, we have the difpofe of them for their 
good, and our wills are theirs. Bur che cafe is 
moft clear about thofe that by Generation are our 
own,and darker about thofe that are by Adpprion or 
parchafe our own, Now here you do nothing but 
deny the darker ( which you cannot difprove ) and 
thence the plainer which we have fully proved. 
Mr. T. 7. Jf the (Covenant o- Law with the 
Parents aftual faith without profeffion , make not 
the Parent a wifiole Church-membcr, neither doth 

st the child. Buu — Ergo. | 
 Anfw. I grant both major and minor : He 
that is not known to have faith , is nor avifible 
— adult member : And he thar is not known to be 
the ( juftly reputed ) child of a profeffed belie- 
| ver , is not an Infant Church-member. And 
what'sthis to our controverfie ? Heart confent 
_maketh a myftical or invsfible Chriftian and mem- 
and Profeffed belief (that is, Believing 
sConfent.) maketh a vifible member of the pa- 
rent, and is neceflary to the vifible memberfhip 
of the child; If I may call that ALcking them, 
which 
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which is but.the Difpofition of the material Re- 
ceptive conftirurive caulle. It’s pirry we fhould 
have need totalk at this rate. 

Mr. T. 8. Jf perfons are vifible Church-mem- 
bers and not by the (ovenant of Grace, then it 
is not’ true that Chrift ly bis Law or Covenant 
is the fole efficient of vifible Church-memberfhip. 

¢ minor % proved in Judas and bypocrites. 

Anfw. 1. They are not the fole efficsent ; Gods 
Love and mercy alfois efficient, ~ | 

2. You profefs your felf that the name [.Chri- 
ftian and Church-member |] are equivocal as to 
the fincere and the. hypocrites : If they be not. 
the fame things, no wonder if they have not .the 
fame caufes. That Donation or Covenant may 
be the fole nearef Inftrumental efficient of True 
memberfhip, and yet not of Equivocal. 

3. God who is our Paternal Beneficient. Ru- 
ler doth give fome of his benefits by his Law or 
Covenant abfolutely and antecedently to mans 
conditions , and fome confequently as Rewards : 
And Gods Laws having firft a2 Preceptive part, 
as well as a Donative or Premiant, a Right may 
accrue in fero ecclefie to an hypocrite from that 
precept As e. g. God antecedently doth by 
Covenant give the world an Impunity as to the 
punifhment of Drowning ic : And fo by his com- 
mon Law of Grace he giveth the world many 
common mercies by a Redecmer , and perhaps 
many by that you call a phyfical immedi- 
ately. And by his Law he (having givenacon-. 
ditional pardon and life to all ) commandeth his» 
Minifters to offer it, and All men to Accept &, 
| and 
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and his Minifters co judge by mens profeffion, and 
to ufe profefled Accepters as real becaufe we 
cannot fee the heart. This being fo, when the 
hypocrite profeffeth his confenr, the Law obligeth 
the Minifter and Church to receive it, by which 
in foro ecclefia he hath aright tohis Church fta- 
tion. And Chrift himfelf called Fudas,, and fent 
him out to Preach, and his mandates were as 


Laws. Sothar the + that an hypocrite hath,. 


he hath by theLaw which obligeth theChurch to ufe 
him as a true believer , upon his profefling to be 
fuch. None of this can be denyed, But Fudas 


was called jmmediately by Chrift dhimfelf and. 


his [ folow me | was aprecept whith gave him 
a Right to his Relation. | 
Mr. T. 9. Jf Infants are vifible members by 
the Covenant on Condition that the Parents &c. 
then either the next Parents or in any generati- 
on precedent &c. | 
| Anfw. The next Parents that are Owners of 
the child, and have the truft and power of dif. 


pofing of him or covenanting for him: And the . 


Reafon is, becaufe they have 1. That Propriety, 
and 2. That truff and power. 

Mr. T. 10. Jf ax Infants vifible Church. mem- 
berfhip bc by the Covenant on the Parents attual 
believing, and not a-bare profeffion, then it is a 
thing that cannot be known, &c. 


Anfw. pitty Readers that be troubled 


with fuch kind of talk, 1. The Right of the 
ehild is upon [ the Believing Parents dedication 
of that child to God by confenting that he 


be in the mutual Covenam.. ] 


2. Heart 
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| 
Heart confent known only.'to God givéth 
no Right corans etclefia, Known to men, but oni 
to fuch mercy as God who only knoweth it, giveth 
without the Churches judgement, 
3. Believing and profeffion qualifie for Right 
in the Judgement both of God and of ‘the 
Profeffion without confenting faith, quali- 
fieth for Right, in the Churchesjudgement accord- — 
ing to Gods Command, who biddeth them fo judge 
and- do : Wrangle not againft plain truth, | 
Mr. T. it~ Jf other Chriftian priviledges be 
not conveyed bya Covenant upon the faith, | 
without the perfong own alt and confent, then — 
neither this. But &c. Not to be a Believer, a 
difciple, ae Minifter, a Son of God —— Theres 
the like veafon for them as for this. 
cAnfw. Priviledges are 1. Proper to the adult, 
( thofe concern not our cafe, as to be Minifters) 
or common to them with Infants : 2. Priviled- 
ges confift either in Phyfical qaalities or other — 
Phyfical accidents ( and thefe are given by phyfical. 
Attion, and fuch is Knowledge, Belief, Love, 
Gifts of utterance, health, &c.) Or in. Righe 
and Moral Relation, ( us Debitum, obligatio ) 
Thefe are given by Moral means , that is. by fig- 
nification of the Donors will, by precept ( obli- 
ging, ) promsfe or fignal Donation, which is the 
Inftrament of conveyance by that fignification 
( As a Teftament, Deed of Gift, A@ ofpardon’ 
and oblivion, areamong men. ) Now do veu 
think thatthe reafon of Phyfical Qu: lities and Mo- 
val Rights,Relations and duries is the {ame ? 
N 2 2. AS 
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ignifieth one 


pons, andas 
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gy Asa Difcigle believer, fi 
that is Reputatively ‘foch jure Re 
a Sen of God figniticeBan of heaven, 
loved of God as vedonciled. F n Chriff } 
fo lafants are fach : You fay (after tha: Chrift was 


and by defignation the Head antl Prophet 

in Infancy, and fo mibgt Infants 

And will you now deny it? Again 

I ‘will a though it offend you, that there is noe 
trofting to that mans judgement that looketh all 
( or partially ) on'one fide , and ftudieth fo ea- 
garly whar will ferve his caute, as that he can- 
not mind. what may be faid again ir, See here 
what two” abhominations yop thruft on your pit. 
tiful followers (which yer I know you hold adt 
your. felf , bur the heat of your fpirit in defire 
of vidory draweth you to fay, you mind not 
what) You conclude that none es [ A Son of 
God | withaue shis own confewt : And Al 
Infants’ are certainly dhut out of Heaven for 
they are uo Sons of Goad without their confent 
(.ncither by Eicction, Chrifts inierceflion Co- 
yenant or Gifr:) And I think you will not ‘fay 
thar they confent .: And if no fous, no beers ; For 
the Inheritance is only of children : And ‘if no 
fons , then are they not Regenerate ; which is 
but to be meade fons of God by anew Generati- 
on, and renewed to his Image. And do you 
damn ail Infants ? 

. And confider whether you deny not Chrift 
in Latah to have been the Sus of Cod accord- .. 
mg to his humane nature ? For yOuy_can never 


provethat in chat nature he confenten 
in 
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in the or in his Infancy. But pattialiry 

Mr. 1.02. Jf there be no Law or ordinance 
of God unrépealed by which either this Infant 
vifible Clhurch-memberfhip is granted, or the lift- 
ing of Infants or entring into the vifihle Church 
Chriftian is made a duty, then sts Mt a canfe 
Infants vifible Church-memberfhip which Mre 

Anjw. 1 have here proved to you fuch a Law 
and Covenant before Chrifts Incarnation , and 
formerly at large proved it to beconsinued and — 
renewed by {pecial .fignification of Chrifts will 
Gnce his Incarnation in the Gofpel, Review 
now your pitiful Reafons againi it. 
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